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IRISH LAND COMMISSIONERS., 

FOR 

THE PERIOD ER01 22nd AUGUST, 1882, TO THE . 22nd AUGUST, 1883, 


TO THE RIGHT HONORABLE JOHN POYNTZ, EARL SPENCER, K.G., 

LORD LIEUTENANT-GENERAL AND GENERAL GOVERNOR OF IRELAND, ETC. 

We, the Irish Land Commissioners, in compliance with the directions of the 55th. 
section of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, submit to your Excellency this Report as to 
our proceedings from the 22nd August, 1882, to the 22nd August, 1883. 

In our last Report we gave a detailed account of the means taken for carrying out 
the provisions of the Act, as well as of the general mode of procedure which we 
adopted, and we have, therefore, now only to present a statement, of the progress of 
business during the past year. 

On the 18th September, 1882, after a vacation of one month, the Sub-Commissions, 
having been increased in number from sixteen to. seventeen, recommenced their 
circuits. ... 

With the sanction of the Treasury a professional valuer was attached to each Sub- 
Commission ; but the step was taken only as an experiment, and the Treasury 
authority for the payment of these valuers, which was given in the first place for only 
three months, was not, at the expiration of that time, renewed. 

The employment of valuers, whilst in some respects advantageous, had but little 
effect in accelerating the progress of business, and, as it was a matter of great import- 
ance to expedite the settlement of fair rents, your Excellency, in the beginning of 
IS 83, with that object in view, appointed two additional Assistant Commissioners to 
the several Sub-Commissions, each of which thenceforward consisted of five members— 
one legal, and four non-legal. The mode of working then established was, and con- 
tinues to be as foHows : 

The legal Assistant Commissioner sits in court daily, to hear evidence, with two of 
his colleagues, whilst the other two are engaged in inspecting farms. Each pair of 
lay Assistant Commissioners visit the holdings respecting which they have taken 
evidence, and the rent in each case is fixed by the legal Assistant Commissioner, in 
conjunction with that pair of his colleagues who heard the evidence and inspected the 
farm. .Under this system a larger number of cases can be disposed of than under the 
system first adopted, and it has been in a great degree successful in reducing the arre&r 
of cases to be heard, but we are of opinion that, when circumstances permit, it will be 
better to return to the former constitution of the Sub-Commission. 

The total number of fair rent cases disposed of by Sub-Commissions, during the 
twelve months, under review is 46,142, and by the Civil Bill Courts 4,345. In the 
preceding twelve months the numbers respectively were 15,676 and 1,807 ; but it is to 
be noted that during the twelve months ending August, 1882, only 4 Sub-Commissions 
were engaged up to November, 7 to December, 12 to April 1882, and subsequently 
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16 ; whilst 17 Sub-Commissions were employed from September 1882, to August 
1883. 

Appeals to the Land Commission from decisions of Sub-Commissions and of Civil 
Bill Courts, under the provisions of the 44th and 47th sections of the Act respectively, 
have been very numerous. The number awaiting trial, on the 22nd August, 1882, was 
2,611, the number awaiting trial on the 22nd August, 1883, was 7,215. The number 
disposed of, during the twelve months under review, was 2,565, and in the preceding 
twelve months 1,024. 

The statutory obligation to have these cases re-heard by three Commissioners has. 
much retarded progress in this part of our duties. "W e have found it physically im- 
practicable, as well as incompatible with the proper discharge of our business in 
Dublin, to hold courts of appeal in the country oftener than, at most, every alternate 
week. 

A considerable time must elapse before all the pending appeal cases can be decided. 

As public attention has been pointedly called to the delay in disposing of appeals, it 
is desirable that it should be clearly understood that such delay is absolutely inevitable 
under the provisions of the Act as it stands. This will be plainly seen when it is con- 
sidered that in addition to all the County Courts there are seventeen Sub-Commissions, 
from whose decisions appeals may be made to the single Court of the Land Commission, 
and further, that to constitute this single Court, three out of the four Land Commis- 
sioners must be present, one of whom according to our construction of the Act, should 
be the Judicial Commissioner. The Judicial Commissioner, therefore, in person hears 
every appeal from the Courts of first instance. 

The mere statement of these facts sufficiently accounts for the accumulation of 
unheard appeals. 

The portion of the Act providing for the filing of judicial agreements for fair rents 
without the intervention of the Court has been largely taken advantage of, and there 
is a very considerable increase in the number of agreements received during the twelve 
months under report, as compared with the number received during the preceding 
twelve months. 

The amounts respectively are : — 

August, 1881, to August, 1882, 12,475 
August, 1882, to August, 1883, 36,005 

We record with pleasure the successful operation of the above enactment, which has 
for its object an amicable settlement between landlords and tenants. 

Landlords and tenants have also availed themselves, in gradually increasing numbers, 
of the facilities we have offered them of having rents determined by Court Valuers 
without litigation and without expense. 

Recourse has been had in few instances only by landlords and tenants to the mode 
of fixing a rent by arbitration, as provided by the 40th section of the Act, 1 rent was 
settled by this method last year, and in this year, 8. 

We have again on this occasion to state that the 19th section of the Act, which aims 
at increasing and improving the accommodation for labourers, has not been operative to 
any large extent. The number of orders made by Sub-Commissions under this section, 
during the year under report, for the erection or improvement of cottages was 268. 
In the preceding year 226 such orders were made. 

In every case in which an order to provide accommodation for a labourer has been 
made by the Court, notice is sent from this office to the tenant warning him of the 
penalty which, on the complaint of the labourer, he will incur under the 4th section of 
the Labourers’ Cottages and Allotments Act, if he do not comply with such order 
within six months from the date thereof. 

By the “ Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1883,” the duty of enforcing these orders has 
been committed to the Boards of Guardians of Unions, and we have furnished to the 
several Boards of Guardians a statement of the orders made in their Unions, to enable 
them to act in the matter. 

By the 3rd section of the “ Labourers’ Cottages and Allotments (Ireland), Act, 1882,” 
power is given to the Land Commission on the application of the landlord or of the 
tenant of any holding the rent of which has been fixed by agreement, under the 8th 
section, sub-section 6 of the Land Law Act, or of any labourer employed on such 
holding, to order the tenant to improve any existing cottage or cottages, or to build a 
new cottage or cottages, for the accommodation of labourers, or to assign to any such 
cottage an allotment not exceeding half a acre. One application only has been made 
under this section, and it was granted. 

Applications under the provisions of the 21st section of the Act to have leases declared 
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void have now been almost disposed of. The number adjudicated upon or otherwise 
settled during the twelve months ending August 22nd, 1882, was 1,096 ; and during 
the twelve months ending August 22nd, 1883, 129. The number awaiting trial on 
the 22nd August was 252. 

The purchase clauses of the Act continue to operate slowly, and most of the applica- Purchase 
tions received, although some large transactions are in progress, relate to single holdings Clauses, 
or to small portions of estates. 

Among the reasons for this state of things are probably the following, which may be 
mentioned in addition to those given in our .Report of last year when writing on the 
same subject. 

The disinclination of owners to sell isolated holdings. 

The uncertainty existing as to the prospects and future value of land in this country, 
and, 

The expectation of further legislation granting more favourable terms to tenant 
purchasers. 

Proceedings in the Church Pi’operty Branch of the Land Commission during the last 
year hare been on the whole satisfactory. 

The amount of income receivable in the year 18S2, according to the estimate made 
by the Church Commissioners in 1880, was £564,197. 

The sum actually collected in the twelve months ending on the 31st March, 1883 — 
the financial year — was £578,727, the difference being gained chiefly by the recovery of 
arrears. 

There was a diminution in the amount of arrears due at the close of the last financial Church 
year, as compared with the amount of arrears due on the 31st March, 1882, under each Property, 
head of revenue, except in the case of buyers of the residues of Church Property which 
remained unpurchased by the tenants thereof. 

These purchasers have been very much embarrassed both by the rents of their tenants 
having been in many instances lowered by the Land Courts, and also by the difficulty 
they have experienced, owing to the state of the country, in collecting any rents 
whatever. The result is that they have fallen considerably into arrear in the payment 
of their annual instalments. 

The tenants who purchased their own holdings under the provisions of the Irish 
Church Act have, as a class, met their engagements regularly, but some of them 
complain of their position as purchasers, who bought at a time when the price of land 
was high, comparing it with the position of their neighbours as occupiers, who are now 
enjoying the benefits of the Land Law Act. 

The last two seasons have been very unfavourable to tillage farmers on poor exposed 
lands, and applications from persons of that class for an extension of time for the 
payment of their instalments have been numerous. These applications were very 
generally granted, in the hope that a good harvest in this year would enable the 
applicants to retrieve their losses, and discharge their Labilities. 

The Arrears of Bent (Ireland) Act, received the Boyal Assent on the 18th August, Arrears of 
1882, and the duty of carrying it into effect devolved upon us. The rules and for ms Rent Act. 
for carrying the Act into effect, were prepared and issued on the 22nd August, 1882 — 
four days after the Act was passed. We had also to engage offices, to organize a staff, 
to make known as widely as possible the provisions of the Act, to design books, registers, 
and office forms, and further to reply to the very numerous inquiries, made either in 
person or by letter, by parties interested. 

At the head of the staff’ entrusted with the duty of carrying the Act into effect, we 
placed our Assistant Secretary, Mr. W. L. Micks, who has devoted himself to the task 
with unremitting zeal and assiduity, and of whose services in the matter we cannot 
speak too highly. 

It then became necessary to appoint under the provisions of the 5th section, a large 
body of Investigators, in order, in the words of the Act, “ to investigate and report as 
to the existence or non-existence, in the case of holdings, of the preliminary conditions 
required to be proved for the purpose of orders under the Act, and as to the values of such 
holdings.” There were two classes of applications to be dealt with under the 1st section 
of the Act, joint applications by landlord and tenant, and separate applications by the 
tenant alone. 

Joint applications were, of course, the easiest to dispose of, but in the beginning of 
November, it became evident that in a great many separate applications it was necessary 
to use the utmost exertions so that we might be enabled to make orders discharging 
arrears without delay. The most pressing cases were those where, the tenant having 
been evicted, the time for redemption was running out. Cases, also, in which tenants 
had to apply for writs of restitution to their holdings were of great urgency. 

The chief reason, however, for taking up the separate before, the joint applications 
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was, that it was essential to decide before the 30th November, 1882, in aa many of 
such cases as possible, whether the rent for 1881 had been duly satisfied; pursuant to 
section 1, sub-section 1. It was necessary under this sub-section that, a year’s rent, in 
respect of the year 1881, should have been paid or satisfied not later than the 30th 
November, 1882. 

This rendered it a matter of importance to dispose of as many separate cases as 
possible before the 30th November, 1882, in order that tenants, if they had made an 
insufficient payment might be so informed, in time to enable them to. supply the 
deficiency. All the separate applications lodged up to the 25th November^ were 
investigated before the 1st of December, so that the tenants who failed to obtain the 
benefits of the Act, owing to an insufficient payment in respect of the rent of 1881, 
failed either from their own tardiness in lodging applications, or from their inability to 
make the necessary payment. _ _ . 

In the beginning of December the examination of joint applications from landlords 
and tenants was resumed, and with the object of saving time and labour, we made such 
modifications in our rules as experience showed to be desirable. 

Notwithstanding the amendment in procedure, it was found that the progress made 
was not sufficiently rapid, and in the beginning of February, we engagedan additional 
house for offices, and largely increased the number of writers and clerks. Thencefor- 
ward joint applications were disposed of at the rate of 1,000 holdings a day, and that 
number of orders was daily made for the payment of landlords’ claims. 

In some cases there was a delay in paying the sums due, owing to difficulties on the 
part of landlords in showing their title to receive payment. 

The number of joint applications under the 1st section of the Arrears of Rent Act 
was 95,452. The number of separate applications was 40,545. In all 135,997. The 
number granted was 129,952, and the number disallowed or withdrawn 6,045. The 
amount ordered to be paid was £812,321 4s. 6d. 

Mr. Richard Bourlce was appointed by the Lords of the Treasury in pursuance of the 
5th section of Arrears of Rent Act. as their Representative, and he carefully and 
efficiently performed the duties devolving on him in that capacity. 

Under the 59th section of the Land Law Act loans, to discharge arrears, had been 
made on the joint applications of 281 landlords and 5,084 tenants. Out of this number 
2,409 tenants applied under the 15th section of the Arrears of Rent Act, to have the 
rentcharges, payable by them in discharge of such loans, cancelled. 2,354 of these 
applications were granted. . 

Under the 1st section of the Arrears of Rent Act no application for a free grant for 
the discharge of arrears could be entertained, unless the holding, in- respect of 
which the application was made, was valued for poor rate at not more than £30 a year. 

Tenants, whose holdings were valued at a sum not exceeding £50 a year, could, 
however, conjointlv with the landlords, apply for an advance to be made to the land- 
lord, in discharge of arrears, under the 16th section of the Act. Advances so made 
became repayable by a rentcharge for thirty-five years, charged upon the holding, and 
declared to be so by order of the Land Commission. Only 1,090 such applications 
were made, of which 994 were granted. 

There were 3,231 appeals registered from decisions of Investigators, and 234 appeals 
were taken from the decisions of Assistant Commissioners and County Court Judges, 
to whom the appeals from the decisions of Investigators were remitted. 

One thousand nine hundred and forty-seven different sums of money were paid into 
and out of Court under the provisions of section 1 of the Act, sub-section 5. These 
lodgments and payments were very troublesome to deal with, and cast much labour on 
th <t Accountant of the Land Commission. 

The amount of additional business in our Accountant’s department, consequent on the 
Arrears of Rent Act, was enormous. The total number of payments under that Act 
alone was 13,452. The whole work of the department was nevertheless satisfactorily 
carried on. 

The provisions of the 17th section of the Arrears of Rent Act, relative to the 
remission of public charges, have not as yet been largely acted on. It is probable 
that, during the current year, many claims under the section will be made. 

In submitting an account of our proceedings during the past year to your Excellency, 
we do not think it proper to omit a reference to the Report published in May last by 
the Committee of the House of Lords which was appointed to inquire into the working 
of the Land Law Act. . 

To that document, which impugned on many points our administration of the Act, 
we felt it our duty to reply, and we append to the present Report a copy of the reply 
as being a paper relating to a matter of importance that occurred during the year now 
under review. 
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The following tables set forth in detail the transactions described generally in the 
foregoing narrative : — 

1. Fair Rents fixed in Court. 

2. Fair Rents fixed by agreement out of Court. 

3. Fair Rents fixed by arbitration under the 40tb section. 

4. Appeals. 

5. Orders for the provision for the accommodation of labourers. 

6. Judicial leases and fixed tenancies. 

7. Leases adjudicated upon. 

8. Purchase clauses. 

9. Motions and applications disposed of by the Court in Dublin. 

10. Church estate. 

11. Arrears of Rent Act. Returns up to the 27th October, 18S3. 

Cumulative Tables embracing the transactions of the Commission from the date of its commencement are 
also given. 

Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Originating Notices to fix Fair 
Rents lodged with the Irish Land Commission, the Number of such Notices transferred from 
the Civil Bill Courts to the Irish Land Commission, the Number of Rents fixed by Sub- 
Commissions and Valuers, and of Cases Dismissed, Withdrawn, and Struck Out, during the 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Originating Notices to fix 
Fair Rents lodged with the Civil Bill Courts, the Number of such Notices transferred to the 
Irish Land Commission, the Number of Rents Fixed, and of Cases Dismissed, Withdrawn, and 
Struck Out, as notified to the Irish Land Commission, during the Year ending 21st August, 1883. 


PROVINCE AND CoUNTT. 

Number 

Originating 
Notices 
to fix 

Fair Kents 
Lodged. 

Number 

transferred 

Irish Land 
Commission. 

Number 

ot 

Rents Fixed. 

Number 

of 

\pplications 

Dismissed, 

Withdrawn, 

and 

Struck out. 

Total 
number of 
Cases 

disposed of. 

Ulster : 







Antrim, 


2 

1 



i 

Armagh, 


1 





Cavan, . 


7S9 

248 

329 

50 

627 

Donegal, 


23 

1 

IS 

2 

16 

Down, ... 







Fermanagh, 


183 

104 

53 

1 

138 

Londonderry, . 


6 


2 

1 

3 

Monaghan, 


88 

14 

30 

6 

50 

Tyrone, 


389 . 

184 

24 

2 

210 

Total, . 


1,481 

552 

431 

62 

1,065 

Leinster : 







Carlow, . . 


28 

3 



3 

Dublin, . 


1 





Kildare, 


2 

1 



1 

Kilkenny, 


114 

28 

7 


35 

King's, . 


53 

10 

1 

1 

12 

Longford, 


187 

16 

40 

10 

66 

Louth, . 







Meath, . 


89 

4 

53 


. 57 

Queen's, 


11 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Westmeath, 


16 


7 


7 

Wexford, 


1 





Wicklow, 





3 

3 

Total, 


504 

63 

109 

15 

187 

Connaught: 







Galway, 


18 


4 


4 

Leitrim, . 


943 

466 

285 

24 . 

775 

Mayo, . 


1,775 

455 

496 

315 

1,266 

Roscommon, 


446 

142 

152 

12 . 

306 

Sligo, . 


365 

198 


2 

205 

Total, 


3,547 

1,261 

942 

353 

2.556 

Munster : 







Clare, . , 


19 

2 

5 

1 

8 

Cork, . 


306 

128 

28 

5 

161 

Kerry, . 


87 

11 

4 

1 

16 

Limerick, 


281 

76 

91 

19 

186 

Tipperary, . . 


78 

7 

31 

11 

49 

Waterford, 


156 

79 

25 

13 

117 

Total, 


927 

303 

184 

50 

537 

SDMMARY. 







Ulster, , 


1,481 

552 

451 

62 

1,065 

Leinster, 


504 

63 

109 

15 

187 

Connaught, 


3,547 

1,261 

942 

353 ' 

2,556 

Munster, 


927 

303 

184 

50 

537 

Total, 


6,459 

2,179 

4 1,686 

480 

4,345 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Judicial Rents 
have been fixed by Sub-Commissions during the year ending the 21st August, 1883 ; and also a 
Summary of the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former Rents, and Judicial Rents of the Holdings. 



Per-centage of Reduction of Rent — Ireland, 

„ „ Ulster, 

), „ Leinster, 

„ „ Connaught, 

,i „ Munster, 


19- 523 

20- 794 

17- 285 
20-409 

18- 515 


B 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which J udicial Rents 
have been fixed by the Irish Land Commission upon the Report of Valuers appointed upon the 
application of Landlords and Tenants, during the year ending 21st August, 1883 ; and, also, a 
Summary of the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former Rents, and J udicial Rents of the Holdings. 



Per-centage of Reduction of Rent— Ireland, . . 12-214 I Per-centage of Reduction of Rent — Munster, . . 12-714 

„ „ Ulster, . . 22-830 | Per-centage of Increase of Kent— Connaught, . . 3935 


Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Judicial Rents 
have been fixed by Civil Bill Courts, as notified to the Irish Land Commission, during the year 
ending 21st August, 1883, and also a Summary of the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former 
Rents, and Judicial Rents of the Holdings. 


Provinces and Counties. 

No. of Cases 
in which 
Judicial 
Rents have 
been fixed. 

Acreage, 
Statute Acres. 

Tenement 

Valuation. 

Eormer 

Rent. 

Judicial 

Rent. 

Ulster: 


A. R. P. 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 


_ 


_ 

_ 



329 

6,294 1 26 

8,962 13 0 

4,936 8 0 

3,835 14 10 

Donegal 

13 

S8S 1 10 

170 15 0 

211 8 0 

174 2 3 








53 

2,054 2 37 

897 12 0 

1.0S0 6 7 

926 15 0 


2 

35 2 0 

30 10 0 

86 0 0 

84 10 0 


30 

39 t 1 15 



316 3 0 

Tyrone 

24 

474 3 24 


387 16 7 

318 5 0 

Total, 

451 

9,642 0 32 

5,713 15 5 

7,115 17 Hi 

5,655 10 1 

Leinster : 








— 

— 

. — 

— 

Dublin 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Kilkenny, 

7 

423 1 33 

404 0 0 

492 7 11 

384 10 0 



58 1 10 



36 0 0 

Longford, 

40 

992 0 8 



740 9 7 




739 5 0 

1,171 0 1 

913 13 5 


1 

1 0 34 

10 0 

2 14 0 

1 10 O 




164 10 0 

213 19 9 


Wexford, 



— 

— 


Wicklow, 

— 

— . 

— 

— 

— 

Total, 

109 

2,795 3 35 

2,019 5 6 

2,837 17 5. 

2,256 18 7 

Connaught : 






Galway 


148 1 0 

64 18 0 

94 12 5 

86 0 0 



5,497 0 35 

2,358 19 4 

3,222 19 0J 

2,359 14 2 


490 

7,887 3 7 

2,981 15 8 


3,430 17 10 



2,898 3 IS 


1,S72 2 11 

1,432 14 10 

Sligo 

5 

275 2 7 

40 13 0 

55 14 3 

38 15 0 

Total, 

942 

16,707 2 33 

6,757 10 6 

9,729 13 7 

7,348 1 10 

Munster : 








360 3 29 

271 15 0 

392 5 2 



28 

1.G12 1 18 

470 10 0 

707 9 4 

'583 2 1 


4 

34 0 13j 

4 10 0 

31 9 6 

18 5 0 



3,116 3 26 


3,200 15 7 

2,568 2 0 

Tipperary, 

31 

1,045 1 32 

570 15 0 

743 6 7 

598 17 0 } 

Waterford, 

25 




771 15 0 

Total, 

184 

7,096 1 8J 

4,042 12 9 

6,147 17 4 

4,875 3 7i 

SUMMARY. 






Ulster, .... 

451 

9,642 0 32 

5,713 15 5 

7,116 17 llj 

5,655 10 1 



2,795 3 35 


2,837 17 6 


Connaught, 


16,707 2 33 

6,757 10 6 

9,729 13 7 

7,348 1 10 

Munster, . . . 

184 

7,096 1 81 

4,042 12 9 

6,147 17 4 

4,875 3 71 

Total, 

1,888 

36,242 0 281 

18,533 4 2 

25,831 6 3} 

20,135 14 li 


Per-centago of Reduction of Rent — Ireland, . 
„ „ Ulster, 

„ „ Leinster, . 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Agreements 
between Landlords and Tenants fixing Fair Rents were lodged with the Land Commission 
during the year ending the 21st August, 1883, and also a Summary of the Acreage, Tenement 
Valuations, Former Rents, and Judicial Rents of the Holdings. 


Provinces axd, Counties. 

Number o 
Agreement 
Lodged. 

Acreage. 
Statute Acres. 

Tenement 

Valuation. 

Former Rent. 

Judicial Rent. 

Ulster : 

2 383 

A. R. I>. 
63,862 1 7 

£ s. d. 
43,020 12 7 

£ s. d. 
48,258 1 0J 


Armagh, . . . 

2,914 

35,935 1 26i 

38,390 2 1 

41,519 5 1‘ 


Cavan, ... 

1,025 

82,215 3 8 

18,039 16 8 

22,542 14 4i 

18,488 0 Si 

Donegal, . . . 

2,765 

71,514 0 23J 

21,928 19 6 

27,511 0 Si 


Down, . 

1,665 

32,588 0 28 

33,083 5 9 

36,988 5 11" 


Fermanagh, . 

1,217 

39,606 1 12 

17,453 2 0 



Londonderry, . . 

2,925 

76,707 3 3i 

36,586 11 11 

43,299 2 0 


Monaghan, . , 

1,095 

16,635 0 35J 

11,827 2 10 

13,928 15 4 


Tyrone, 

3,144 

76,006 1 314 

35,897 0 4 

42,065 9 3 

34,442 14 11 

Total, . . 

19,733 

445,071 2 15J 

256,226 13 8 

295,684 18 101 

244,024 19 6i 

Leinster : 

Carlow 

254 

9,717 0 5 

5,384 4 0 



Dublin 

34 

1,111 2 29 



1 a 1 

Kildare .... 

109 

9,893 0 1 

6,016 8 11 


som 17 n 

Kilkenny, 

475 

16,882 2 1 

9,706 n 3 

12,065 12 8J 

„ „ 

King’s, .... 

182 

7,691 1 37 

3,941 2 2 



Longford, 

733 

16,466 3 371 

9,003 6 11 

11,891 0 5 



522 

13,439 1 271 

11,926 10 0 

15,806 9 8 


Mealli 

237 

6,813 3 27 

4,863 9 0 

6,654 4, 8 


Queen's, . 

399 

15,186 2 38 

8.22S 8 6 

11,225 19 3 


Westmeath, . 

482 

15,579 3 25 

10,431 18 8 

12,975 4 8 



997 

82,172 1 20 

18,564 5 11 

24,496 16 3} 
4,855 9 0 

19,362 10 ,6 
4,080 2 2 

Wicklow, .... 

155 

8J789 3 16f 

3,475 13 0 


4,579 

153,744 3 30 

93,296 13 4 

124,146 15 8 

103,213 19 41 

Connaught : 

Galway, .... 

1,462 


9,656 18 10 



Leitrim 

7S8 

10,784 3 211 

7,221 3 6 

9,820 5 Hi ‘ 


Mayo 

1,703 

36,025 3 37j 

10,650 3 8 

15,000 0 10 


Roscommon, . 

733 

12,939 2 251 

6,352 IS 3 



Sligo 

953 

17,668 1 33} 

9,186 17 0 

11,821 10 0 

9,873 6 li 

Total, . . . 

5,639 

112,287 1 14? 

43.06S 1 3 

59,236 9 2 

47,953 17 4 

Munster : 

Clare 


14,762 1 91 

5,983 7 6 



Cork, .... 

854 

35,782 1 28 

15,268 12 5 

21,558 10 5i 


Kerry 

896 

46,556 3 24j 

10,198 14 8 

19,330 17 9 


Limerick, 

429 

16,181 0 13f 

12,300 IS 9 

18,384 16 10 


Tipperary, 

1,080 

36,959 0 7j 

19,703 8 6 

26.585 IS 8 


Waterford, 

293 

15,652 1 6 

S,990 17 0 

11,960 11 1 

10,150 17 1 

Total, 

3,963 

165,894 0 91 

72,445 IS 10 

107,246 4 10J 

88,366 10 3i 

SUMMARY : 






Ulster 

19,733 

445,071 2 151 

256,226 13 8 

295,684 18 10J 

244,024 19 6i 

Leinster, 

4,579 

153,744 8 30 

93,296 13 4 

124,146 15 8 



5,639 

112,287 1 14 s 

43,068 1 3 



Munster, 

8,963 

165,894 0 9§ 

72,445 18 10 

107,246 4 10i 


Total, 

33,914 

876,997 3 30/. 

465,037 7 1 

586,314 8 7 | 

483,559 6 Ot 


Agreements made in conformity with awards of Valuers are included in this table. 


Per-centage of Reduction in Rent, Ireland, . 

17-526 

» „ Ulster, . 

17-471 

» „ Leinster, 

16-861 

„ Connaught, 

19-047 

n „ Munster, 

17-604 


B 2 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Agreements 
between Landlords and Tenants Fixing Fair Rents were lodged with the Civil Bill Courts, 
as notified to the Irish Land Commission, during the year ending 21st August, 1883, and also 
a Summary of the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former Rents, and Judicial Rents of the 


Holdings. 



Per-centage of Reduction of Rent — Ireland, 

„ Ulster, 

ff Leinster, 

Connaught, 

h Munster, 


16-789 

14- 796 

15- 393 
19-072 
21-213 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



IRISH LAND COMMISSIONERS. 


13 


Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the' Number of Cases in which Rents have 
been fixed by Arbitration and the Awards Recorded in the Court of the Irish Land Commission 
during the Year ending 21st August, 1883, with the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former 
Rent, and Judicial Rent of the Holdings. 


22 2 26 
182 2 23 
270 3 20 


0 29 


Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Appeals from Decisions of 
Sub-Commissions lodged during the Year ending 21st August, 1883, the Number Heard, and 
the Number Withdrawn. 


Province and 

County. 

Number of 
Appeals 
Lodged. 

Number 

Number 

Withdrawn. 

Province and County. 

Number of 
Appeals 
Lodged. 

llear'd. 

AYithdrawn. 

Ulster : 
Antrim, . 
Armagh, . 
Cavan, 
Donegal, . 



037 

76 

110 

73 

28 

74 

243 

98 

Connaught : 
Galway, . 
Leitrim, . 
Mayo, 

Koscommon, 

Sligo, 



260 

113 

237 

51 

27 

31 

Fermanagh, 



650 

45 

51 

Total, 


710 

125 

99 

Monaghan, 
Tyrone, . 



198 

617 

185 

m 

Munster : 





Total, 

3,788 

614 

877 

Clare, • 



421 

50 

48 

Leinster : 
Carlow, . 
Dublin, . 



53 

23 

23 

Kerry. . 
Limerick, 
Tipperary. 
AVaterford, 



100 

58 

* 

31 

22 

15 

Kilkenny, 



27 

85 

2& 

19 

Total, 


1,340 

147 

186 

Longford, 
Louth, 
Meath, . 
Queen's, . 
Westmeath, 
AVexford, . 
AVicklow, . 



100 

98 

112 

61 

66 

21 

26 

37 

38 

7 

34 

SUMMARY: 
Ulster, . 
Leinster, 
Connaught, 
Munster, 


3,788 

1,340 

193 

125 

147 

877 

185 
99 

186 

Total, 

830 

193 

185 

Total, 

6,674 

1,079 

1,347 


Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Appeals from decisions of Civil 
Bill Courts lodged during the year ending 21st August, 1883, the Number Heard, and the 
Number Withdrawn. 


Province and County. 

Number of 
Appeals 
Lodged. 

Number 

Heard. 

Number 

Withdrawn. 

Province and County. 

Number of 
Appeals 
Lodged. 

Number 

Heard. 

Number 

AVithdrawn. 

Ulster: 

Armagh 

Cavan, . 

Donegal, . 

Londonderry, . 
Monaghan, 

' Total, . 

Leinster : 

Carlow, . 

. Dublin, . 

Kildare 

Kilkenny, 

King's, • 

Longford, . • • 

Louth, . 

Meath 

Westmeath, . . 

AVexford, 

AVicklow, 

Totai, . 

2 

14 

15 
58 

1 

2 

10 

15 

8 

Connaught : 

Galway 

Leitrim, . 

Mayo. .... 
Roscommon, . 

Sligo 

Total, . 
Munster: 

Clare 

Limerick, 

Tipperary, 

AVaterford, ... 
Total, . 

27 

5 


j 4 

159 

17 

30 

5 

19 

IS 

11 

10 

149 

15 

28 

14 

13 

2 


134 

11 

19 

SUMMARY' : 

Ulster, .... 

Connaught, ! 
Munster, 

Total, . 

149 

53 

159 

15 

28 

53 

4 

15 

495 

47 

92 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Results of Cases heard on appeal from the 
Decisions of Sub-Commissions, during the year ending 21st August, 1883, with the Former 
Rent, Rent as fixed by Sub-Commission, and Rent as fixed on Appeal. 


Cavau, . 
Donegal, 

Fermanagh, 

Londonderry, 

Monaghan, 

Tyrone, . 

Total, 


024 5 6 
1,059 9 0 
052 15 4 


1,514 11 2 
1,395 6 4 
510 0 8 


Leinster : 

Dublin, 
Kildare, . 
Kilkenny, 
King's, . 
Longford, 

Meath, 

Westmeath, 

Wexford, 

Wicklow, 


252 4 10 

1,137 19 5 

748 11 3 
1,882 12 2 

3,051 18 4 


520 15 0 
1,771 3 4 
234 0 0 

1,033 5 10 

041 3 0 


3,301 15 6 
218 0 0 
1,007 10 0 


Connaught : 

Galway, . . 

Leitrim, . 

Roscommon, . 
Sligo, 

Total, 


151 15 0 
932 12 0 


Munster : 
Clare, 
Cork, 

Limerick, 

Tipperary, 

Waterford, 


2,510 14 11 


Munster, 

Total, 


10,125 1 9 

1,915 3 0 
4,197 4 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Applications lodged with 
the Irish Land Commission for Judicial Leases, and also the Number of such Leases sealed 
during the year ending 21st August, 1S83. 



Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Applications for Judicial 
Leases lodged with the Civil Bill Courts, and also the Number of such Leases sealed, as notified 
to the Irish Land Commission, during the year ending 21st August, 1883. 


Province and Count) 


Leinster : 


King's, ... 8 



Cork, 

Limcrick,- 


Total, ...... 7 


SUMMARY. 


Ulster, 9 

Leinster, ...... 8 

Munster, 7 . 



Fixed Tenancies. 

One Application to. create a. Fixed Tenancy was received during the year, but it has 
not been proceeded with. 


Declaring Leases Void. 

Table showing the Number of Applications to have Leases declared void, disposed of by the Irish 
Land Commission during the year ending 21st August, 1883. 


Leases declared void, .... 

12 

Applications dismissed and struck out, 

55 

Applications withdrawn or compromised, . 

62 

Total, .... 

. 129 
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Acquisition op Land by Tenants. 

Table, showing the amount of Advances applied for under Sections 24, 26, and 35 by 
Tenants desiring to purchase their Holdings, also the amount sanctioned and the 
amount advanced during the year ending. 21st August, 1883. 


Amount of advances applied for under secs. 24 & 35, . . . £195,865 

Amount sanctioned under secs. 24 & 35, ...... 139,269 

Amount issued to purchasing tenants under secs. 24 & 35, . . . 75 226 

Amount applied for under sec. 26, . ... s'380 

Amount issued under sec. 26, ....... 8 380 

Total applied for under Purchase Clauses, ...... 204 245 

Total amount sanctioned, . . . , . , . .147 649 

Total amount issued, ". . . . . . , _ 83'606 

Number of tenants who obtained advances and purchased their farms by means of 
such advances, .. . . . . . . t 164 


Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the amount of advances made to Tenants 
under Sections 24 and 35 and Section 26 during the year ending 21st August, 1883. 



C 
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Amount. 


Head of Account. 


Incumbents, . 
Curates, . 
Vicars-General, 


Clerks, Sextons, &c. 


Nonconformist Ministers, 


Sales of Property. 


Lands — Yearly and other Tenures, 
Perpetuity Rents, .... 
Glebe Houses and Mensal Lands sold to 
Representative Church Body, . 
Residues of Mensal Lands, . 

Tithe Rentcliarge for Cash, . 

Do. on Loan, . 


— 2,736 19 10 

— 3,880 0 0 

175 13 2 3,756 15 9 

1,057 2 101 22,381 14 2 


Collection of Revenue and Purchase Money. 


— 

Received in Cash. 

Secured by Mortgage. 


£ S. cl. 

£ s. cl. 

Purchase Money, 

9,828 16 9 

25,668 3 9 

Revenue, ..... 

601,916 17 6 

— 

Total Receipts, 

611,745 14 3 

25,668 3 9 


Arrears of Revenue at 31st March, 1883, • • • i • £200, S14 

Discharge of Liabilities. 

Ccmmissioners for Reduction of National Debt, .... £231,985 

Miscellaneous Moneys appropriated out of Surplus. 


Interest paid 

during tlie year 
ending 21st Aug., 


Intermediate Education, .... 
National School Teachers’ Pension Fund, 
Royal University of Ireland, . 

Arrears of Rent, 

Relief of Distress 

Sea Fisheries, 

Relief of Distressed Unions, . 


1,000,000 

1.300.000 
An Annuity. 

900.000 

1 . 200.000 

350.000 
50,000 


Motions and Applications disposed of by the Court. 

Table showing the Numbers of Motions and Applications disposed of by the Court in 
Upper Merrion-street, under 

• (a) Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881 ; 

(b) Arrears of Rent (Ireland) Act, 1882, 
during the year ending 21st August, 1883. 

(a) Motions disposed of by final Orders, . . • • .91 

Motions ex parte disposed of by interlocutory Orders and directions, . . 3,004 

Motions on Notice disposed of by interlocutory Orders and directions, . 1,636 


(6) Motions ex parte disposed of by interlocutory Orders and directions, . 
Motions on Notice disposed of by interlocutory orders and directions, 


Total under Arrears of Rent (Irehmd) Act, 1S82, ' , 


Total under both Acts, 


9,169 


Church Property' Department 1 . 

Annuities outstanding on 21st August, 1883. 


Total under Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881, 
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Arrears of Rent (Ireland) Act, 1882. 

Number of Holdings comprised in Applications received by. the Irish 
Land Commission. 



C 2 
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Beturn of Proceedings up to and including the 27th October, 1883. 

Section 1. 


Applications for Free Grants in discharge of Antecedent Arrears in cases in which the Poor Law Valuation 
of the Holding is not over £30 a year. 


Number of Holdings in respect of which Applications were lodged. | 

Number of Cases disposed of. 

Cases in which Landlords and Tenants applied 
jointly, . i 94,362 

Cases in which Tenants applied separately, . 37,607 
Cases in which Landlords applied separately, 529 

Applications granted — 

Joint, . . 93,322 

Separate, . . 33,282 

Applications refused and withdrawn — 

Joint, . . .1,040 

Separate, . . .4,854 

126,604 


5,894 

Total, . . .132,498 

Total, . , 

. 132, 49S 


Note. — Up to the 27th October, 1883, a sum of £748,641 8s. 4(7. was paid pursuant to the 1st section, 
and a sum of about £19,515 15s. 10(7. remained to be paid to persons who had not so far established their title 
to receive payment, making the total amount payable under the 1st section to be £768,157- 4s. 2 d. 


Section 15. 


Applications for the Cancellation of Rent-charges in Repayment of Advances made in respect of Arrears of 
Rent extinguished pursuant to the Arrears Clause of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881 (59th section). 


Number of Holdings in respect of which Applications w 

rere lodged. | 

Number of Cases disposed of. 

Number of applications by Landlords, , 

Number of applications by Tenants, . 

, 1,5SS 

. 821 

Applications granted, 

Applications refused and withdrawn, . 

. 2,354 

Total, . . 

. 2,409 

Total, . 

. 2,409 


Note. — In pursuance of the 15th section a sum of £16,831 Is. 2(7. has been charged on the Irish Church 
•Temporalities Fund, being the value of the outstanding rent-charges payable in the 2^354 cases in which 
applications were granted. 


Section 16. 


Applications for Loans in discharge of Arrears of Rent in cases in which the Poor Law’ Valuation of the 
Holding is not over £50 a year. 


Number of Holdings in respect of which Applications were lodged. 

Number of Cases disposed of. 



. 994 

Joint applications by Landlords and Tenants, 1,090 

Applications refused and withdrawn, _ 

. 96 


Total, .’ 

. 1,090 


Note. — Up to the 27th October, 1883, a sum of £26,557 12s. 3 d. was paid pursuant .to the 16th section, 
and a sum of about £775 6s. 11(7. remained to be paid to persons who had not so far .established their title to 
receive payment, making the total amount payable under the 16th section to be £27,332 19s. 2(7. 


Summary of Beturn of Proceedings up to and including 27th October, 1883. 


Section of the Act 
under which 
Applications were made. 

Number of Applications lodged. 

Number o: 

f Applications disposed of. ’ | 

Amount of Money 

Applications tiiat 
were granted. 

Joint. 

Separate. 

Total. 

Granted. 1 

Refused. 

Total. . | 








£ s. d. 

1 st section, . \ • 

91,362 

38,136 

132,498 

126,604 

5,894 

132,498 

708,157 4 2 

lGth section, . . 

1,090 

- 

1,090 

904 

90 

1,090 

27,332 19 2 

Totals, . . 

95,452 

40,545 

185,997 

129,952 


135,997 

812,321 4 0 


•Vote— On tlie 1st of January, 1883, the Land Commissioners estimated that £757,000 would be paid under section 1; £17,000 under 
section 15, and £32,000 under section 10— making a total estimated expenditure of £806,000. 
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Number 
transferred 
from 
Civil liill 
Courts. 


Number 
of Kents 
lixed by 
Valuers. 


Total 

Numbei 


application 

dismissed. 


^ Total 


Number 

undisposed 


Notices to 
fix Fair 
Kents 
lodged. 


Province and County. 


Ulster : 


Antrim, . 
Armagh, . 
Cavan, 
Donegal, 

Fermanagh, 

Londonderry, 


Tyrone, 


Leinsteu : 
Carlow, 


Kilkenny, 

King’s, . 

Longford, 

Louth, 

Meath, 

Queen’s, 

Westmeath, 

Wexford, 

Wicklow, 


Total, 


Connaught : 
Galway, 
Leitrim, 

Roscommon 
Sligo, . 


Total, 




Tipperary, 

Waterford, 


Total, 


SUMMARY. 


Connaught, 
Munster, . 


Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the number of Originating Notices to fix Fair 
Rents lodged with the Irish Land Commission, the number of such Notices transferred from the 
Civil Bill Courts to the Irish Land Commission, the number of Rents fixed by Sub-Commissions 
and Valuers, and of Cases dismissed, withdrawn, and struck out, during the two years ending 
21st August, 1883. 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Originating Notices to fix 
Fair Rents lodged with the Civil Bill Court, the Number of such Notices transferred to the 
Irish Land Commission, the Number of Rents Fixed and of Cases Dismissed, Withdrawn, and 
Struck Out, as notified to the Irish Land Commission, during the two years ending 21st 
August, 1883. 
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TABLE Showing; according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in whicli Judicial Rents 
have been fixed by Sub-Commissions during the two years ending the 21st August, 1883 ; and 
also a Summary of the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former Rents, and Judicial Rents of 
the Holdings. 


Provinces 

Number of 
Cases 
in which 
Judicial 
Renls have 
been fixed. 

Acreage. 
Statute Acres. 

Tenement. 

Valuation. 

Former 

Rent. 

Judicial 

Rent. 

Counties. 




Ulster : 


a. n. r. 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 

Antrim, .... 

2,249 

65,980 1 25 

44,329 12 1 

64,753 5 1 

43,295 9 5} 

Armagh, .... 

2,900 

41,499 3 17 

42,993 15 1 

48,852 15 2 

36,632 19 4 

Cavan, .... 

1,170 

26,025 3 35J 

15,198 8 9 

20,266 8 5 

10,228 10 1 

Donegal 

2,609 

94,265 3 85 

28,957 8 1 

30,469 4 6 

28,728 9 1» 

Down, .... 

3,070 

63,556 2 SJ 

63,977 17 6 

73,591 13 10} 

60,124 11 5 

Fermanagh, . . 

1,031 

30,011 3 195 

15,119 5 1 

18,584 18 95 

15,011 0 8 

Londonderry, . 

. 1,557 

45,200 2 37j 

25,519 0 1 

32,892 4 25 

25,688 8 8 

Monaghan, . 

1,203 

24,614 1 145 

18,S7S 5 0 

22,215 2 5 

17,996 3 5 

Tyrone, • . . 

2,725 

79,678 0 10 

■ 35,713 2 8 

45,375 7 25 

34.039 10 7 

Total, , 

18,646 

470,842 2 20 

290,680 14 4 

353,000 19 7} 

277,795 8 4 

Leinster : 






Carlow, . 

297 

13,958 2 23 

7,857 7 4 

11,350 16 0 

9,277 15 8 

Dublin, .... 

165 

4,309 1 24J 

4,744 8 4 

7,431 0 .4 

6,614 9 7 

Kildare 

351 

12,595 1 28} 

8,185 18 6 

11,950 6 10 

10,132 5 0 

Kilkenny, 

537 

24,218 1 7 

14,329 5 10 

18,760 4 2 

15,470 3 llj 

King’s, . 

581 

24,548 0 29 

12,615 19 11 

17,315 6 7 

14,774 13 1 

Longford, 

414 

12,994 1 5 

8,014 9 0 

12,271 3 2 

9,943 6 0 

Louth, 

439 

9,152 0 275 

7,919 13 9 

11,745 19 1 

9,811 16 9 

Meath, .... 

410 

13,875 2 33 

10,349 19 9} 

14,780 19 6 

12,269 16 0 

Queen's, .... 

476 

18,953 0 29 

9,018 15 6 

15,350 5 10} 

11,960 8 7 

Westmeath, 

550 

22,961 8 331 

15,568 19 7 

20,832 14 11 

17,304 15 7 

Wexford, 

726 

29,536 0 195 

15,261 8 1 

22,177. 4 11 

17,988 17 5 




lu,3ii 0 1 

14,06a 3 4 

1_,34_ 19 8 

Total, 

5,355 

212,128 0 28} 

125,437 12 2} 

178,943 4 85 

147,411 7 3} 

Connaught : 






Galway 

2,254 

57,275 0 30 

20,697 0 1} 

31,608 8 8} 

25,020 9 25 

Leitrim, .... 

1,074 

27,235 3 5} 

11,935 7 C 

16.659 5 2} 

13,194 12 45 

Mayo, .... 

4,09S 

101,334 3 10 

26.346 3 0 

38,141 12 35 

30,322 2 9 

Roscommon, . 

1,006 

23,676 1 155 

11,412 9 7 

15,969 2 05 

12,584 0 3 

Sligo, . • . 

1,352 

29,180 2 151 

13.79S 17 3 

18,046 14 55 

15,107 7 9 

Total, . 

9,784 

238,702 2 30} 

84.1S9 17 5} 

121,025 3 2} 

90,228 12 4 

Munster : 






Olarp, , 

1,670 

66,109 2 7} 

25,103 8 4 

41,277 3 2 

31,549 2 8 


2,408 

111,716 3 3S} 

52.43S 3 8 

80,442 17 10} 

60,050 14 85 

TCon-y, 

1,485 

87,910 2 37$ 

22,307 15 10 

41,868 6 2 

33,148 19 1 

Limerick, 

1,082 

39.446 2 14} 

27,541 17 5 

43,634 12 1} 

35,342 14- 5 

Tipperary, . 

1,559 

58,879 1 20} 

SC, 019 16 5 

51,205 11 10 

42.3S0 10 8} 

Waterford, . 

668 

83,097 2 65 

19,164 2 0 

28,483 19 6 

23,254 4 4 

Total, . 

8,872 

397,160 3 5} 

182,575 3 8 

2S6.912 9 8 

231,726 5 6 

SUMMARY : 







18,646 

470, S42 2 20 

290,686 14 4 

353,000 19 7} 

277,795 8 4 

Leinster, . . 

5,355 

212,128 0 28} 

125,437 12 2} 

178,943 4 8} 

147,411 7 34 

Connaught, . . 

9,784 

238,702 2 36} 

84,189 17 5} 

121,025 3 2} 

96,228 12 4 

Munster, . . 

8,872 

397,100 3 5} 

182,575 8 8 

286,912 9 8 

231,726 5 6 

Total, . 

42,657 

1,318,834 1 10} 

082,889 7 8} 

939,881 17 3 

753,161 13 55 


Per-centage of Reduction of Rent — Ireland, 
Ulster, 

M „ Leinster, 

„ Connaught, 

„ Minister, 


. 19-866 
. 21-305 
. 17-621 
. 20-489 
. 19-235 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Judicial Eents 
have been fixed by Civil Bill Courts, as notified to the Irish Land Commission, during the two 
years ending 21st August, 1883, and also a Summary of the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, 
Former Eents, and Judicial Eents of the Holdings. 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the number ©f Cases in which Agreements 
between Landlords and Tenants fixing Fair Rents were lodged with the Land Commission 
during the two years ending 21st August, 1883, and also a Summary of the Tenement Valua- 
tions, Former Rents, and J udicial Rents of the Holdings. 



Agreements made in conformity with Awards of Valuers are included in this table. 


Per-centage of Reduction in Rent, Ireland, . 

„ „ Ulster, . 

„ „ Leinster, 

„ „ Connaught, 

„ „ Munster, 


17-823 

17- 574 
16-956 
19-718 

18- 399 
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Table' showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Agreements 
between Landlords and Tenants fixing Fair Rents were lodged with the Civil Bill Courts as 
notified to the Irish Land Commission during the two years ending 21st August, 1883, and 
also a Summary of the Tenement Valuations, Former Rents, and Judicial Rents of the 
Holdings. 


Provinces and Codnties. 

Number of 
Agreements 

Tenement 

Valuation. 

Former Rent. 

Judicial Rent. 

Ulster : 



c - f . 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d . 

Antrim, . . . 


— 

— 

— 

— 

Armagh, . 


— 

— 

— 

— 

Cavan, . 


390 

4,404 15 10 

5,517 1 7 

4,441 0 7 

Donegal, . . . 


25 

176 1 0 

204 6 0 

187 7 9 

Down, 


3 

14 15 0 

32 0 0 

19 1 0 

Fermanagh, . 


5 

83 0 0 

103 10 6 

89 16 4 

Londonderry, . 


2 

32 5 0 

29 8 0 

25 19 0 

Monaghan, 


474 

5,890 12 3 

6,694 8 Oi 

5,860 18 7 

Tyrone, . 


8 

81 2 0 

99 6 0 

78 li 6 

Total, . . 


907 

10,682 11 1 

12,680 0 1£ 

10,702 14 9 

Leinster : 






Carlow, . 


7 

142 0 0 

194 3 5 

162 11 6 

Dublin, . . . 


— 

— 

— 

— 

Kildare, . 


446 

21,862 11 0 

29,337 13 11 

24,082 6 1 

Kilkenny, 


2 

221 5 0 

279 2 0 

249 0 0 

King’s, . 


15 

250 12 0 

342 4 5 

288 11 0 

Longford, 


31 

423 12 0 

577 1 0 

444 7 10 

Louth, 


16 

225 10 0 

301 17 6 

254 6 9 

Meath, 


15 

113 10 0 

192 4 11 

143 2 7 

Queen's, . 


9 

85 10 0 

126 9 10 

94 6 0 

Westmeath, . 


4 

110 13 0 

126 0 2 

116 10 0 

Wexford, 


1 

5 0 0 

7 10 0 

6 0 0 

Wicklow, 


84 

2,830 7 0 

3,460 14 3 

2,960 13 0 

Total, . , 


630 

26,270 10 0 

34,945 1 5 

28,801 14 9 

Connaught : 






Galway, . 


154 

76S 15 2 

962 9 2} 

768 18 1 

Leitrim, . 


106 

775 8 0 

1,155 1 8 

873 8 0 

Mayo, . . . 


2,466 

13,930 8 10 

20,032 7 6 

16,036 16 9 

Roscommon, . 


162 

1,646 15 0 

2,190 0 3 

1,689 6 10 

Sligo, 


198 

1,882 18 0 

2,565 12 10 

2,009 5 0 

Total, . 


3,086 

19,004 5 0 

26,905 11 5j 

21,377 14 8 

Munster : 






Clare, . . 


8 

188 0 6 

366 15 6 

278 7 0 

Cork, 


120 

2,482 5 10 

3,377 14 0 

2,644 6 10 

Kerry, 


25 

328 0 0 

599 4 4 

461 5 0 

Limerick, 


14 

534 10 0 

822 15 9 

678 13 3 

Tipperary, 


1 

36 5 0 

42 0 0 

35 0 0 

Waterford, 


25 

274 15 0 

509 1 2 

382 13 6 

Total, . 


193 

3,843 16 4 

5,717 10 9 

4,480 5 7 

SUMMARY. 






Ulster, . 


907 

10.682 11 1 

12,680 0 lj 

10,702 14 9 

Leinster, 


630 

26,270 10 0 

34,945 1 5 

28,801 14 9 

Connaught, . 


3,086 

19,004 5 0 

26,905- 11 5i 

21,377 14 8 

Munster, . . 


193 

3,843 16 4 

5,717 lp 9 

4,480 5 7 

T-M, . . 


4,816 

59,801 2 5 

80,248 3 9 

65,362 9 9 


Per-centage of Reduction of Rent — Ireland, . . 18-550 



Ulster, 

. 15-594 


Leinster, . 

. 17-581 


Connaught, 

. 20-545 

„ 

Munster, . 

. 21-640 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Rents have 
been fixed by Arbitration and the Awards Recorded in the Court of the Irish Land Commission 
during the two years ending 21st August, 1883, with the Acreage, Tenement Valuations, Former 
Rents, and J udicial Rents of the Holdings. 



Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the number of Appeals from decisions of 
Sub-Commissions lodged during the two years ending 21st August, 1883 ; the number Heard 
and the number Withdrawn. 



D 2 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Appeals from Decisions of 
Civil Bill Courts lodged during the two years ending 21st August, 1883, the Number Heard, 
and the Number Withdrawn. 


Province and 

County. 


Number 
of Appeals 
Lodged. 

Number 

Number 

Vithdrawn. 

Total 
Number 
Disposed of. 

indisposed 

Ulster : 








Antrim 

Armagh, 



2 

1 

' x 


1 

2 

Cavan, 



72 

1 

20 

21 

51 

Donegal, 




1 

1 

2 

6 

Down, 



1 

1 




Fermanagh, . 



19 

'4 

1 

8 

14 

Londonderry, 



6 

1 




Monaghan, 



20 

2 

4 



Tyrone, . 



86 

10 

11 

21 

65 

Total, 



216 

21 

37 

58 

157 

Leinster : 








Carlow, . 








Dublin, . 








Kildare, . 



3 


2 


1 

Kilkenny, 



15 


4 

4 

11 

King’s, . 



7 



1 


Longford, 



15 

1 




Louth, . 








Meath, . 



IS 

2 


3 

10 

Queen’s, . 



3 


1 

1 

2 

Westmeath, . 







1 

Wexford, 



3 

2 


2 

1 

Wicklow, 



7 


6 

6 

1 

Total, 



67 

5 

15 

20 

47 

Connaught : 








Galway, . 



5 

4 


4 

1 

Leitrim, . 



46 

6 



40 

Mayo, 



132 

2D 

4 

33 

99 

Koseommon, 



51 

5 

26 

31 

20 

Sligo, . 



8 

2 


2 


Total, 



242 

46 

30 

76 

166 

Munster : 








Clare, 



6 





Cork, 



58 

11 

8 

19 

39 

Kerry, . 



44 

1 

10 

11 

33 

Limerick, 



32 

1 

1 



Tipperary, 



18 




18 

Waterford, 



42 

8 

2 


32 

Total, 



200 

21 

21 

42 

158 

SUMMARY. 

Ulster, 


215 


37 

„ 

157 

Leinster, 



67 

8 

15 

20 

47 

Connaught, 



242 

46 

30 

76 

166 

Munster, 



200 

21 

21 

42 

158 

Total, 



724 

93 

103 

196 

628 
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TAJ3LE showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Results of Cases heard on Appeal from the 
Decisions of Sub-Commissions, during the two years ending 21st August, 1883. 


Province and County. 

Old Rent. 

Rent fixed by 
Court below. 

Rent fixed on 
Appeal. 

Ulster : 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 

Antrim, .... 

3,047 10 1 

2,165 19 10 

2,225 0 1 

Armagh, 

3,880 1 OJ 

2,957 15 0 

3,021 8 6 

✓ Cavan 

795 8 101 

521 9 8 

529 10 0 

Donegal, 

3,829 13 6 

2,889 ’8 2' 

2,977 11 2 

Down, 

4,620 8 111 

3,694 10 0 

3,732 16 8 

Fermanagh 

704 8 6 

577 .6 8 

583 15 8 

Londonderry, .... 

2,714 10 2 

2,096 5 10 

2,099 10 1 

Monaghan, 

1,862 5 10 

1,576 8 4 

1,644 3 4 

Tyrone 

' 4.013 18 7 

3,103 0 8 

3,124 11 6 

Total, . . 

25,468 6 01 

19,582 9 2 

19,938 7 0 

Leinster : 




Carlow, 

1,351 13 10 

1,175 7 8 

1,216 12 8 

Dublin, 

2,035 2 0 

1,863 3 4 

1,907 12 8 

Kildare, 

691 8 6 

555 16 0 

610 15 0 

Kilkenny 

944 17 6 ' 

781 12 0 

784 8 0 

King’s 

1,242 19 5 

1,116 5 10 

1,135 13 0 

Longford, 

1,008 5 8 

728 18 6 

814 8 6 

Louth, . . . . . 

748 11 3 

641 3 0 

643 4 4 

Meath, 

2,304 18 0 

1,870 3 7 

1,973 6 7 

Queen's 

620 8 11 

432 5 0 

488 0 11 

Westmeath, 

3,651 18 4 

8,149 11 0 

3,301 15 G 

Wexford, . ... 

543 15 6 

381 0 0 

423 0 0 

Wicklow, 

1,312 14 4 

1,022 3 0 

1,067 10 0 

Total, 

16,456 13 3 

13,717 8 11 

14,366 7 2 

Connaught : 




Galway, 

1,445 15 11 

1,158 14 6 

1,208 14 1 

Leitrim, 

184 14 3 

151 15 0 

158 15 0 

Mayo 

454 4 5 

316 4 3 

334 7 G 

Roscommon, 

1,187 15 3 

932 12 6 

946 10 2 

Sligo, 

444 16 10 

320 9 9 

358 12 0 

Total, 

8,717 6 8 

2,879 16 0 

3,006 18 9 

Munster: 





1,364 15 9 

929 11 0 

968 15 0 

Cork 

3,478 3 104 

2,850 8 10} 

3,003 13 4} 

Kerry, 

944 16 8 

754 10 0 

755 12 2 

Limerick 

1,304 3 9} 

1,005 17 S 

975 15 0 

Tipperary, 

3,113 4 4 

2,530 16 3 

2,595 19 11 

Waterford 

159 5 1 

137 5 10 

147 5 10 

Total, 

10,364 9 6 

■ 8,208 9 2} 

8,447 1 3} 

SUMMARY. 





25,468 6 0} 

19,582 9 2 

19,938 7 0 

Leinster, 

16,456 13 3 

13,717 7 11 

14,366 7 2 

Connaught, 

3,717 6 8 

2,879 16 0 

3,006 IS 9 

Munster 

10,364 9 6 

8,208 9 2} 

8,447 1 3} 

Total, . 

56,006 15 5} 

44,388 3 f 

45,758 14 2} 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Results of Cases heard on Appeal from the 
Decisions of Civil Bill Courts during the two years ending 21st August, 1883. 



Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the Number of Cases in which Orders have 
been made by Sub-Commissions for the Building or Repair of Labourers’ Cottages during the 
two years ending 21st August, 1883. 


Provinces and Counties. 

Number of 

Provinces and Counties. 

Number of 
Cases. 

Ulster : 


Connaught : 


Antrim, 

8 

Galway, ... 

3 

Armagh, 

5 

Leitrim, 

2 

Cavan, 


Mayo, ... 

X 

Donegal, 

15 

Roscommon, , 

1 

Fermanagh, . 

1 

Sligo, .... 

2 

Londonderry, 

Tyrone, 

C 

■ 33 

Munster : 

Clare, .... 

27 

Leinster: 


Cork, .... 

lal 

Carlow, 

6 

Kerry, 

18 

Dublin, 

X 

Limerick, 

65 

Kildare, 

3 

Tipperary, 

26 

Kilkenny, 

4 

Waterford, 

27 

King’s, 

10 



Longford, 

Louth, . 

Meath, ... 

s 

SUMMARY. 


Queen's, 

9 

Ulster, 

04 

Westmeath, . 

1 

Leixsteh, . 

77 

Wexford, . 

1 

Connaught, . 

9 

Wicklow, 

6 

Munster, 

314 


77 

Total, 

494 
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Table showing, according to Provinces and Counties, the number of applications lodged with the 
Irish Land Commission for J udicial Leases, and also the number of such Leases sealed during 
the two years ending 21st August, 1883. ° 



Fixed Tenancies. 

Twenty-one applications were received during the two years ending 21st August, 
1883. Six were sealed, two withdrawn, the remainder are pending. 


Table showing the number of Applications to have Leases declared void received by the Irish Land 
Commission, and also the number disposed of during the two years ending 21st August, 1883. 


Applications to have Leases declared Leases declared void, . . . .114 

void, .... 1,477 Applications dismissed and struck out, . . 715 

Applications withdrawn or compromised, . 396 

1,225 


Table showing the number of Applications to have Leases declared void received by the Civil Bill 
Courts as notified to the Irish Land Commission, during the two years ending 21st August, 1883. 

Number of Applications received, . 23 | No decisions notified. 
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Acquisition of Land by Tenants. 

Table showing the amount of Advances applied for under Sections 24, 26, and 35 by 
Tenants desiring to purchase their Holdings, also the amount sanctioned and the 
amount advanced during the two yea.rs ending 21st August, 1883. 

Amount of advances applied for under sections 24 & 35, • • 

Amount sanctioned under sections 24 & 35, iri 

Amount issued to purchasing tenants under sections 24 & 35, • • • i t’cii 

Amount applied for under section 26, 11614 

Amount issued under section 26, ... . • • • * ..A.- 

Total applied for under Purchase Clauses, . • • • * 225 849 

Total amount sanctioned, . . • • • • 'll 5707 

Total amount issued, . . • • • • ’ 

Number of tenants who obtained advances and purchased their farms by means ot ^ 

such advances, . 

Table showing according to Provinces and Counties, the amount of advances made to Tenants 
■ , r-, c . .i ... J ci- -a: (11! torn mom OTidirur 9.1st, An crust, lobd. 


under Sections 21 and 35 and Section 26 during tile two years ending 21st August, 18S3. 


Section 26; 


Province 


Amount. 


No. of Ter 


No. of Tenants. 


Ulster i 


Leinster ■ 
Carlow, 
Dublin, 


Kildare, 


Queen’s, . 
Westmeath, 
Wexford, 
Wicklow, . 


Galway, 
Leitrim, . 
Mayo, 
Eoscommor 


Munster : 
Limerick, 


Total, 


SUMMARY : 
Ulster, . 
Leinster, 
Connaught, 
Munster, 


JOHN O’HAGAN. 

E. F. LITTON. 
JOHN E. VERNON. 
MONCK. 


(Signed), 


DENIS GODLEY. 


Dublin, 

21tli December, 1883. 
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APPENDIX. 

Observations of the Irish Land Commissioners on the Fourth Beport of the 
Select Committee of the House of Lords on Land Law (Ireland). 

The Irish Land Commissioners feel that they have serious reason to complain of the 
course of proceeding adopted by the Select Committee. When the Committee was 
appointed early in the Session of 1882, communication was made to the Land 
Commissioners, requesting the attendance before the Committee, not only of the 
Commissioners themselves, and of their Officers, but also of several of the Assistant- 
Commissioners then engaged in their judicial functions in several parts of Ireland. The 
Commissioners, while expressing their willingness to attend in person, and to send 
forward the officers of the establishment, respectfully represented to the Committee that 
the withdrawal of the Assistant-Commissioners even for a time from the important 
duties upon which they were engaged, would be productive of so much public incon- 
venience, that they hoped it would not be insisted upon. To this representation the 
Committee then yielded. Mr. Godley, the Secretary of the Commissioners, and Mr. 
O’Brien, the head of the Purchase Department, were examined, as were also in succession 
Mr. Litton, Mr. Justice O’Hagan, and Mr. Vernon. The examination seemed to the 
Commissioners to be chiefly pointed towards the eliciting of opinion on the extension 
of the Purchase Clauses, which appeared to be the idea then dominant in the minds of 
the Committee. Some questions were put as regards the amendment of the procedure 
and practice, but they were asked as upon matters on which minds might fairly differ, 
and the Commissioners showed every disposition to enter into, and as far as they thought 
practicable or prudent, to adopt the suggestions of the Committee. Nothing was said 
which gave the faintest idea that an attack upon the honour or integrity, either of 
themselves or of the Assistant-Commissioners was contemplated. 

When the Committee was re-appointed in the present Session, the Commissioners, 
while making no objection to the attendance of any of the Assistant-Commissioners who 
(as in the case of Mr. Reeves, q.c.) happened, for the time, to be free from duty, yet 
thought it right once more to represent the inconvenience which might arise from 
summoning Assistant-Commissioners engaged in the performance of their functions. 

The Committee declined to accede to this request ; but, in fact, they summoned only 
two of the Assistant-Commissioners, in addition to Mr. Beeves, namely, Mr. Baldwin 
and Mr. Bomney Foley, q.c. They called before them a number of other witnesses, of 
whose evidence it needs only the most superficial perusal to prove that their feelings 
were those of unmistakable hostility towards the policy of the Land Law Act. The 
Committee have embodied in their Report, and apparently adopted without reserve, 
charges made by these witnesses, which, if they were true, would in the opinion of the 
Commissioners establish their unfitness and that of the Assistant-Commissioners to hold 
their offices. They did so without the slightest communication with the Commissioners, 
or with any of the persons who were made the subject of accusations so grave. 

The Committee, on this point, in their Fourth Beport, say as follows : — 

“ The Committee at the commencement of the present Session examined several Report, 
additional witnesses, some of whom were officially connected with the working of the Par. 4. 
Land Act, and the evidence of these witnesses appeared to the Committee to be so 
important that they thought it right, by a Third Report, to report the Minutes of the 
«- Evidence to the House, in order that if it was desired to produce evidence in contra- 
diction or explanation, opportunity might be given for doing so. No evidence, how- 
ever, of this kind has been offered, and the Committee having examined some 
additional witnesses, have now to make their final Report.” 

The Commissioners have to observe, first, that as to the evidence of some of the 
witnesses upon which the Committee have based ' their Beport — for example, the 
evidence of Mr. Gray and the O’Conor Don — they have not had an opportunity of 
seeing that evidence up to this time, and it appears that the draft of the Fourth Beport 
was laid before the Committee and was agreed to on the very day on which the 
evidence of the last witness was given. But even as to the evidence which was published 
in the Third Beport, the Commissioners cannot but' think that further reflection would 
have led the Committee to conclude that their proceeding was neither just nor such as 
is demanded by the very nature of a judicial inquiry. To throw down a mass of hostile 
evidence — evidence in many particulars showing ignorance of the subject, and abounding 
in frivolous and absurd charges — instead of challenging attention to the specific charges 
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pressing on the minds of the Committee and requiring a specific reply, is, the Com- 
missioners believe, a course -which the Committee themselves will not on reflection deem 
satisfactory. . . 

The Commissioners regret that since the object of the Committee m publishing 
the evidence contained in their Third Report is stated to have been that of giving an 
opportunity for contradiction or explanation, they deferred saying so until their Fourth 
and final Report was published, when that opportunity (so far as regards anything to 
be submitted to the Committee) no longer existed. 

Some of the charges contained in the Report are, as has been already stated, of 
serious gravity. Some may seem unimportant, but even as to these the Commissioners 
deem it right that an answer should be given. They proceed then to extract the 
several passages of the Report and to annex their replies. 


I. 

“ Some inconveniences of a minor character have been pointed out to the Committee 
l ar- 9 ' i n the procedure of the Commissioners for settling judicial rents. It is stated that 

much time and expense would be saved, and the attendance ot the Bar facilitated, if 
the Commissioners in hearing contentious cases argued by counsel would hold their 
sittings in Dublin, at the Four Courts, in which counsel are generally engaged, and 
not in their house in Upper Merrion-street, which is a mile and a half distant from 
the Four Courts (Holmes, 9-1 6).” 

The Commissioners have been always anxious (so far as the necessary discharge of 
administrative business which requires constant access to their officers and staff, enabled 
them) to meet the convenience of the Bar by sitting at the Four Courts. They did sit 
there on : several occasions for the discharge of judicial business. But they held no 
Court set apart for them, and they had to rely upon the courtesy of one of the judges 
for the temporary use of his Court when disengaged. . 

The Commissioners did not select the house in Merrion-street as the place for their 
Court or offices. Nor is it correct to say, as stated by Mr. Holmes, Q.C., that the house 
was purchased shortly after the Act was passed. The house, was. the property of the 
late Irish Church Commissioners, who always sat there for judicial business, and it 
passed to the Land Commissioners under the Land Act of 1881. The Commissioners 
when consulted on the subject in the present year, expressed their perfect readiness to 
sit at the Four Courts if a place were provided for them. They are informed that, 
through the exertions of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, the Board of Works are 
at present engaged in making the necessary arrangements to enable the Commissioners 
to hold sittings at the Four Courts next November. 


II. 

Report, “ The limit of £10 valuation, below which a landlord has not a right to demand from 

Par. 9. a tenant the particulars of improvements intended to be relied on by the tenant, is 

much complained of (Smith, 346-353), and there appears to be no sufficient reason for 
maintaining this limit, especially if the application to the Court to order particulars, 
or better particulars, were, in all cases, allowed to be made, as it is contended it should 
be, to the Court of the Sub-Commissioners in the country, and not to that of the 
Commissioners in Dublin. (Smith, 354-9.)” 

There is no rule or practice which prevents the application for particulars or further 
particulars being made to the Sub-Commission in the country. The most moderate 
knowledge of the practice adopted by the Commissioners would have enabled the witness, 
upon whose evidence the suggestion in the Report appears to. have been made, to avoid 
such an error. Every Sub- Commission has full jurisdiction, in every case delegated to 
it for adjudication, to make an order for particulars; but cases cannot be delegated to 
a Sub-Commission at a much earlier period than three weeks before the bearing. The 
object of requiring particulars, it may be presumed, is to be apprised of the case made 
by the opposite party, and to be enabled to meet it. It would scarcely be wise to 
postpone an application for particulars until, the case is listed for hearing. If, then, the 
practice were established that such application should be made to the Sub-Commission 
in the country, the landlord would be obliged to postpone seeking for the information 
almost up to the last moment, although the originating notice, may have been, served 
on him some months before. Nothing could be more inconvenient to both parties than 
such postponement ; and for that reason, and not for any want of power in the Sub- 
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Commission, applications of the kind are usually made in Dublin. As a matter of cost, 
no expense would be saved by having the application made in the country. 

Upon this subject of expense, the Commissioners may state that the allegation of 
one of the witnesses, whose evidence would seem to have weighed with the Committee, 
to the effect that if there were forty holdings on the same estate, a separate application 
would require to be made in each of the cases, and that the minimum expense of the 
application would be from £6 to £8, thereby conveying that in the forty cases there 
would be an expense of at least £240, is so absurd, that (putting aside any intention 
to mislead) it could only be made by one who knew nothing of the practice of the 
Court. He says further, that it would need to be made by Counsel, though the statute 
gives equal right of audience to Solicitors,, by whom in the great majority of cases such 
applications are made. The ordinary course is to have one affidavit in such a case, with 
a schedule of the names of the tenants. The total expense of moving and obtaining 
orders in such a number of cases as above referred to, need not exceed in all £2. 

The absolute right of the landlord to demand particulars of improvements without 
an order of the Court is, by the rule, confined to holdings valued over £10. The 
Commissioners adopted this limit in the view of preventing the demand for particulars 
acting oppressively on the poorer class of tenants. They have, however, preserved to 
the parties the right to make a special application in every case, whatever the valuation 
'may be. 

III. 

‘"‘The changes made from time to time in the constitution of the Sub-Commissions 
are much deprecated, as they remove from a particular locality persons who have 
become acquainted with the circumstances and the character of the land in that 
locality, and whose determinations have become precedents for settlements out of 
Court in the neighbourhood between landlord and tenant. (Baldwin, 1149 — 1156). 
The Committee will afterwards notice the reasons which would appear to have led to 
' some of these changes.” 

The Commissioners have always recognised the disadvantage of removing Assistant 
Commissioners from districts after they had acquired local knowledge and experience 
in the particular locality; two matters however appear to have been overlooked in this com 
plaint. In the first place but twelve gentlemen were originally appointed Assistant 
Commissioners ; afterwards the number was increased to twenty-one, and subsequently 
to thirty-six in December, 1881. The number was further increased in April, 1882, to 
forty-eight; in September, 1882, to fifty-one; and in January, 1883, to eighty-five — 
the present number of Assistant Commissioners. It is manifest that each set of new 
appointments necessitated a change in the arrangement of Sub-Commissions and Assist- 
ant Commissioners. In the second place, when the number of applications in a 
particular district becomes reduced, it is plainly advisable to move the Assistant Com- 
missioners to districts where a large number of cases remain to be heard. The result 
must involve a removal of Assistant Commissioners and a readjustment of Sub- 
Commissions. 

Apart from these causes, and apart from exceptional circumstances of a personal 
nature which occasionally arise, the Commissioners are slow to move Assistant Commis- 
sioners from a district in which they have acquired local experience, and it is contrary 
to their ordinary practice to do so. 


IV. 

“ It is also desired, and your Committee think with good reason, that the Sub- 
Commissioners should sit in a greater number of places, and in fact wherever there is 
a Petty Sessions Court, and thus save a great loss of money and time at present 
incurred. (Baldwin, 1165-1176). Complaint is also made of the want of regularity 
ot some of the courts in country places in observing the hours appointed for their 
sittings. (Chambre, 1666-1670).” 

The Assistant-Commissioners have the right, and it is their duty to sit in as many 
places within the district allotted to them, as they may find convenient to the parties. 
They may, should they so deem fit, sit in every Petty Sessions Court-house. For the 
general purposes of administration, and especially for the purposes of office registry and 
statistics, the Commissioners selected for their areas Poor Law Unions and Electoral 
Divisions, preserving also, except in a few cases, the limit of Counties. Petty Sessions 
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Districts are not coterminous with either Unions or Electoral Divisions. The lists of 
cases furnished to the Sub-Commissions are arranged according to Electoral Divisions, 
and this is done for the very purpose of enabling the Sub-Commission at its first sitting, 
within each Union, to arrange the list of cases, so as to avoid loss of time and expense, 
by grouping together and hearing the cases coming from one locality. 

Upon these questions of detail the Commissioners would remark as follows. There 
can be no settled rules of practice from the observance of which occasional inconvenience 
may not arise. The question must always be, what course of procedure on the whole 
works best. The Commissioners can have had no motive in settling their present 
practice except the desire to administer the statute committed to them with as much 
justice and convenience to both parties as practicable, and they have never been slow to 
change their practice in any particulars in which they were convinced it could be changed 
for the better, but. no system could be worked if it were to be condemned merely because 
certain inconveniences are paraded by witnesses in an exaggerated way, and without any 
correcting considerations on the other side. 


Report, 
Par. 10. 


Y. 

“ The Committee cannot but look with great regret upon the course adopted in 
settling judicial rents under the Act. This duty, the most important, and at the same 
time the most difficult to be discharged under the Act, was in the first instance 
assigned by Parliament to the three Commissioners named in the Act, whose names 
and standing were stated to be a sufficient guarantee that the duty would be effectively 
and impartially discharged. The Commissioners, however, proceeded to delegate the 
whole of this duty to the Sub-Commissioners appointed under the Act, who now 
number 85.” 


By the 43rd section of the Act the Land Commission was empowered to form Sub- 
Commissions, and to delegate to them such of the powers (except as to appeals) conferred 
upon the Land Commission as they might think expedient. It is apparently complained 
of that the Commissioners delegated the whole of the duty of settling judicial rents to 
the Sub-Commissioners by their order of delegation. It is not suggested, even remotely, 
how it would be possible to delegate this power in part and not wholly. The Act con- 
templated the delegation of the powers of the Commissioners to the Sub-Commissioners ; 
and what exception or reservation could have been made (except the statutable reser- 
vation of appeals) the Commissioners cannot even conjecture. 


Repoit, 
Par. 10 


The Commissioners were all examined by the Committee, and were not asked a 
question on this subject. If they had been so asked they would have stated as follows. 
When the Land Commissioners, after having in a space of less than two months com- 
pleted the task of framing their rules and forming and organizing their staff', were 
approaching their practical work in the month of October, 1881, it was announced 
publicly by° the leading members of the Land League that they would select certain 
cases which they termed test cases, and bring them into Court in order to ascertain 
practically in what manner the statute would be carried into effect. Being selected 
as test cases it was to be presumed that they would present some features the decisions 
upon which might govern many others. The Commissioners, therefore, resolved to sit 
and hear them in person. But before the opportunity arose the Land League was 
declared illegal, and the intention of bringing forward the test cases in question was 
abandoned. The cases first coming into Court had no special character. They were 
ordinary cases, small in area and value. The Commissioners considered that no useful 
purpose could, he served by hearing these cases themselves, especially as if they had 
done so there could be no re-hearing under the statute. _ The resolution to allow cases 
which were not other than ordinary cases to proceed in the ordinary way, was not 
come to without grave consideration, and now, after the lapse of two years, the 
Commissioners are convinced they were right in point of judgment. 


VI. 

“ And they made this delegation without having themselves heard any of the cases 
in the first instance, in the course of which hearing they might have enunciated some 
general principles to be followed, or established some precedents to serve as examples.” 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



IRISH LAND COMMISSIONERS. 


37 


VII. 

“And without having- laid down any code of instructions or any general principles Report, 
according to which the Sub-Commissioners should act. Some at least of the Sub- Par. 10. 
Commissioners were desirous of receiving such instructions, and one of them — 
Professor Baldwin — states that he thought at the time ‘it was a frightful thing to let 
them loose on the property of landlords and tenants without any instructions.’ ’ 

The Commissioners gave no instructions on this subject to the Assistant- 
Commissioners, and to this moment they are absolutely at a loss to conceive what 
instructions they could legally have given beyond reading to them the terms of the Act 
of Parliament. The Legislature abstained from embodying any definition of a fair rent 
in the Act. It declared that the Court should have regard to the interest of the land- 
lord and tenant respectively, and to the circumstances of the case, holding, and district. 
Further enactments are contained in the succeeding sub-sections of the eighth section. 

What power or right had the Commissioners to add to the statute by laying down 
extrajudicially principles, general or special, according to which the Assistant- 
Commissioners were to act in their judicial capacity ? If they had attempted to do so, 
they might have been most justly accused of directing a Court of first instance, how 
to arrive at decisions which afterwards might come before the Commissioners themselves 
as an Appellate Tribunal. 

It has been entirely left out of sight, in the proceedings of their Lordships’ Com- 
mittee, that the Land Commission does not form the sole Court for the fixing of fair 
rents. The Tribunal first named in the statute is the Civil Bill Court. Can it be asserted 
that the Land Commissioners should have laid down a code of instructions or general 
principles, according to which the Judges of the Civil Bill Courts were to act in fixing 
fair rents? Such an attempt would have been properly treated as ridiculous by the 
eminent Judges in question. A Sub-Commission once constituted and empowered to 
hear cases, pursuant to the statute, is as independent and as free from any control of 
the Commissioners over its decisions (save on rehearing) as the County Court. 


VIII. 

“ Specific questions were put to the Commissioners as to the manner in which the Report;, 
Sub-Commissioners should act, but were not answered.” Par. 10. 

The only witness who deposes to these specific questions is Mr. Baldwin. The 
Commissioners have no recollection of the questions having been asked, but they do 
not dispute Mr. Baldwin’s statement. “ The first question was how we were 
to deal with the Healy clause. I saw that with that clause the duty would 
be verv difficult and most important, and the difficulty was realised when the case 
of Adams v. Dunseath cropped up.” {Baldwin, 1033). The Commissioners deem 
it right, in the first place, to make the following observation : — They are an' 
administrative as well as a judicial body, and it is their right and duty to direct in 
what way in point of procedure the Act should be administered. When, therefore, the 
Commissioners are assailed for not having given instructions to the Assistant-Commis- 
sioners, it is quite possible that the ground might be shifted, and it might be asserted 
that the fault lay in not giving them instructions in point of mere procedure. But 
this question of Mr. Baldwin puts the matter beyond the possibility of a doubt. 

The complaint made by him, and now adopted and enforced by the Committee of the 
House of Lords, is this : That the Commissioners upon a legal question of the utmost- 
difficulty and complexity, a question so difficult, that the Court of Appeal in Ireland, 
after the fullest and most elaborate argument, were unable to concur in an unanimous 
opinion, and only decided by a majority ; that upon such a question, the Commissioners 
did not in the first instance, before the matter had arisen for decision, without having- 
litigants before them, or hearing argument on either side, instruct the Assistant- 
Commissioners in the interpretation of the statute. To have done so would, 
in their opinion, have been grossly culpable. That the witness, who is not a lawyer, 
should make this complaint does not surprise the Commissioners, but that it should 
have received the sanction of such a body as the Committee of the House of Lords, is a 
thino- they would not have deemed possible until they read the Report. 

According to Mr. Baldwin, his second question was, whether the Ulster Tenant Right 
was to be brought in as an element, or rather a factor in the determination of the rent. 

This also was a question of law not to be decided until it arose for decision. The third 
was, “ whether it was meant that the Act should apply to all estates, and that we should 
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be turned into a Court of Valuation, or whether any class or classes of farms and estates, 
would be excluded from the operation of the Act ; whether, for instance, rents, dating 
from a certain point, should be excluded, in other words, whether any farm would be 
excluded and for what.” 

A simple perusal of the Act would show that, as to estates, no class of estates w'as 
excepted on the ground of the rents dating from a certain period. Several classes of 
holdings are excepted in terms from the Act. No instruction could possibly be given 
on this point beyond repeating the words of the statute. Whether in any particular 
instance a holding came within the exception must of course await the evidence and 
argument in each case. 


IX. 

Report, “ The result has been that which under the circumstances might naturally have been 

•^ ar - expected. The various Sub-Commissions throughout the country laid down no 

principles upon which they proposed to act. They have not in their judgments 
explained the grounds on which they have acted. There has been an absence of 
anything approaching to uniformity between the decisions of the different Sub- 
Commissions, and the decisions of the same Sub-Commission have frequently been 
inconsistent with each other (Smith, 427). No statement has been made as to the 
method by which the judicial rent has been arrived at, and no explanation has been 
given of the manner in which improvements made by the tenant have been dealt with or 
estimated, as affecting what otherwise would be the fair value of the land — (Atkinson, 
4499—4504; Holmes, 9(5, 114, 117—121 ; Reeves, 207—210 ; Foley, 700—701, 712— 
718, 741—749, 801—803, 812—819; Smith, 412—414; Wright, 1565—1568, 1595— 
1600.) It has been impossible to ascertain in what manner the Sub-Commissioners, 
in holdings subject to the custom of Ulster, have treated improvements ; whether 
they held the tenant-right to include all improvements ; or whether they estimated 
their value separately — (Smith, 370 — 381). The same Sub-Commission, differently 
constituted as regards its members, has reduced two sets of farms, adjacent and 
similarly circumstanced and rented, the one by 16 per cent., and the other by 30 per 
cent. — (Greer, 7272 — 7276).” 

If tbs result of the absence of extrajudicial instructions by the Commissioners to the 
Assista nt Commissioners as to the decisions to be made by them in the performance of their 
judicial duties were all that is here detailed, it would not alter the view of the Commis- 
sioners, for no consideration of the results should make them adopt a course which they 
believe to be wrong in itself. But the entire statement is a misconception. It is not 
the case that the Assistant-Commissioners have laid down no principles on which they 
proposed to act, or that they have not in their judgments explained the grounds on 
which they have acted. On the contrary, whenever a question of principle arises — 
for instance, a question whether a holding is or not within the statute; whether certain 
improvements are to be allowed for or not ; whether improvements were made by the 
tenant’s predecessors in title, and, in all similar questions either of law or mixed law 
and fact, the legal Sub-Commissioners, as a rule, deliver the judgment of the Court ; and 
such judgments, given with care and attention, are daily to be seen in the public j ournals. 

But the Commissioners would infer that it is not upon questions of this kind that want 
of principle is complained of, but the Courts are accused of not having stated the principle 
by which the letting value of the holding is arrived at. Now, there are no doubt, several 
circumstances which ought always to be taken into account, such as the price of produce, 
the proximity to markets and railways, and other circumstances to be found m text 
books on the subject, which are for the most part elementary and undisputed. But 
as to what lies behind all these, namely, the value of the land judged of by the quality 
of the soil, the Commissioners are bound to say they have never been able to discover 
anything by which a Court could properly be guided other than the knowledge and 
experience of skilled men. They have had before them valuers of land of the greatest 
eminence, examined on the part of the landlords, and none of these gentlemen has ever 
laid down a rule generally applicable for determining the value of land. Moreover, it 
might, one would think, have been expected that when this requisition for a principle 
or canon for estimating the value of land was made so loudly, some attempt might have 
been made to supply the defect, and to state what the principles were which should have 
been thus laid down. The Commissioners have sought in vain in the pages of the 
Evidence and Report for the statement of any such principle. 

It is also complained of that (he decisions do not show the exact deductions which 
have been made from what would otherwise be the fair rent on account of the tenant’s 
improvements. No doubt it would be possible to make a specific statement of that 
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nature. The Commissioners require that in every case the Sub-Commissioners should 
make a minute of the improvements taken into consideration. But as to a statement of 
the money-value of the improvements, the rate per cent, calculated upon such money- 
value, and the specific deductions on that account from what would otherwise be the 
fair rent, the Commissioners openly informed the Committee that they had given that 
question the most anxious consideration, and had come to the conclusion that it would 
be an unwise step, and likely to' tend to discontent and litigation. Such is still their 
deliberate opinion. 


X. 

“ By this want of uniformity in the decisions, and the impossibility of ascertaining Report, 
any principle upon which the valuation has proceeded, there has been interposed the Par. 12. 
most serious difficulty in the way of making, out of Court, those amicable arrangements 
which it is so much for the benefit of the landlord and tenant to encourage, while, on 
the other hand, it is the opinion of those well acquainted with the feeling of the 
tenants, that the wide difference in the decisions will engender a fresh crop of 
discontent among those who consider that terms less favourable have been awarded 
to them than to their neighbours. (Holmes, 42-44 ; Smith, 427-431, 617 and 618 ; 
Chambre, 1704; Baldwin, 1023-102-5, 1157-1160.)” 


It appears strange that in a matter involving so many diverse conditions and circum- 
stances, uniformity in the decisions of the Sub-Commissions should have been expected ; 
but the Commissioners cannot admit that by any such want of uniformity there has 
been interposed any difficulty in the way of making out of Court amicable arrange- 
ments between landlords and tenants. The fact that up to the end of June no less 
than 40,284 agreements entered into out of Court have been registered in the office of 
the Commission, disproves the conclusion attempted to be drawn ; and the Commis- 
sioners have reason to believe that amicable arrangements, to a very large extent 
indeed, have been made in cases entirely outside the. action or cognizance of the Com- 
mission, and that these settlements have been to a large' extent brought about by the 
judicial decisions fixing fair rents. 


XI. 

“ The Committee have endeavoured to ascertain from the Commissioners and Report, 
from such Sub-Commissioners and persons conversant with the proceedings in the Bar. 13. 
Land Courts as they have examined, whether any insight could be obtained into 
the principles upon which the valuation of land in Ireland under the Land Act has 
been and is now proceeding, but they have not succeeded in doing so, and it does 
not appear that those who practise in the Courts of the Sub-Commissioners have 
been able to form any conception of the nature of these principles, if they exist.” 

In addition to what has been said before on this point of the discovery of a principle 
for valuing land, the Commissioners would refer to Mr. Baldwin, upon whose evidence 
so much stress has been laid by the Committee, and who was himself asked to. supply 
the principles for which he craved so strongly. We call attention, to the question and 
answer : — 

“ Q. 1,006. Can you put at all into words the principles that have guided you in the 
performance of that function, that is to say, in the valuing of the land. What did you 
consider to be the value of the land, and how did you get at it— speaking only of course 
for yourself?” 

' “ Speaking for myself, I have been guided by two principles, and have used one to check 
the other. The first principle is this : I happened to have had experience of almost 
every large estate in Ireland, and I had for years educated myself from personal inspec- 
tion of farms on these estates what the fair rent would be. The second principle I was 
guided by is, that I had large experience of the cropping and working of land in several 
of the counties of Ireland, and from the data thus acquired I was able to draw up for 
my own guidance certain lules.” 

It will thus be seen that the principles which guide Mr. Baldwin in arriving at the 
letting value are derived from his personal experience and skill. These accomplishments 
of course, render him more fit to discharge his duties as Assistant-Commissioner, but 
how they could be communicated to others in the form of principles the Commissioners 
fail to see. It may be quite true, as Mr. Baldwin says, that “the principles are laid 
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down in a standard work,” but the Commissioners conceive it to be in accordance with 
the procedure of Courts of Justice, to take the materials for decision from the lips of 
experts rather than from books. 


XII. 

Report, "It would appear that the reductions have sometimes been the greatest where the 

Par. 14. improvements of the tenants were the least (Bird, 4679 : King-Harman, 7364-7366). 

The improvements, indeed, seem to have been dealt with in the most haphazard and 
irregular manner, and the evidence received with regard to their existence, state of 
repair, and value, to have been of the most unsatisfactory description (Gray, 1 974-1978, 
1982-1983,2001-2005, 2036-2041).” 

It is of course perfectly possible that reductions may have been sometimes the 
greatest where the improvements of the tenants were the least. The Commissioners 
cannot enter into any discussion as to the propriety of judicial decisions, but they may 
remark that it is possible that in some cases the former rents may have weighed heaviest 
upon tenants whose poverty debarred them from improving. As to the haphazard and 
irregular manner with which it is said the improvements have been dealt with, the 
Commissioners observe that the Committee rely upon the evidence of Mr. Wm. H. Gray, 
who was attached as a valuer to one of the Sub-Commissions during the time that system 
was adopted, but whose evidence they have not till this moment had an opportunity of 
seeing. This gentleman will not, they trust, through identity in sound of the name, be 
confounded with Mr. Charles Grey Grey, of Dilston, the head of the staff of valuers who 
value for the Commissioners, on re-hearings ; neither he nor any one of his most com- 
petent staff -was examined or summoned by the Committee. 


XIII. 

“ Little or no difference appears to have been made whether the rent was an old 
rent and regularly paid for a number of years, or whether it was a modem rent ; (Bird, 
4693 ; Hussey, 5492; Kennedy, 6581 ; Holmes, 111 ; Foley, 762-764 ; Wright, 1606- 
1610.) The ‘ Sub-Commissioners,’ says one of the witnesses, ‘ seem to be under the 
impression that their mission is to reduce rent. I think the principle is to give a 
reduction varying from 25 to 40 per cent.’ (Johnston, 6472). One of the official 
valuers himself states, in his evidence, ‘ In every case that goes into Court, whether 
right or wrong, the tenant gets more or less, from what I have seen. (Q.) He always 
gets a reduction or almost always ? Almost always, except that there might be one 
case out of twenty or ten on a property in which he would not get a reduction.’ (Gray, 
1990-1991. See also the O’Conor lion, 2101). The same official valuer who was 
employed by several Sub-Commissioners, states, that he was in the habit of deducting 
an arbitrary sum of about 15 per cent, from the letting value to represent the tenant’s 
right of occupation (Gray, 1970-1972). In other words, the occupation haviug been 
obtained by the tenant upon a contract to pay a certain sum as rent, his occupation 
was then treated as an asset of his own, to be set against and applied in reduction of 
the rent which he had agreed to pay.” 

The Commissioners have laid down in the clearest and most unmistakable language 
on repeated occasions, that the regular payment of an old rent for a number of years 
was prima facie' evidence that it w r as a fair rent. It is prima facie evidence, but not 
conclusive. They have no reason to believe that the Sub-Commissions have ever 
departed from this principle. The evidence may show that the old rent so paid never was 
a fair one, or it may show a change of circumstances which would render what was once 
a fair rent no longer so. As to the statement of Mr. Gray, that he was in the habit of 
deducting about fifteen per cent, from the letting value, to represent the tenant’s rio-ht 
of occupation, the Commissioners can only say that they appointed Mr. Gray upon the 
evidence of what they deemed satisfactory testimonials, as well as upon his own oral 
statement of his qualifications ; that not only this principle of deducting fifteen per cent, 
did not emanate from any instruction given to him by the Commissioners, or by any 
Sub-Commission to which he was attached, but that it was never communicated to them, 
and was reserved to be stated after he had ceased to hold his office, in order to form an 
item in a concerted attack upon others in no way responsible for his methods. The 
Commissioners have looked into a number of Mr. Gray’s reports, and in none of them 
have they been able to find any reference to this alleged deduction of fifteen percent. 
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XIV. 

“ There appears to be strong ground for believing that in many cases where the Report, 
lend has been deteriorated by the act of the tenant, he has had the benefit of his own Par. 16. 
wrong, and the land has been valued in the condition in which it stood, and not 
according to what would have been its value if properly cultivated (Dunwoody, 5878- 
5889, Gubbins, 67(34—6767, Wright, 1581, 1622, 1623, 1634.)” 

The Commissioners absolutely refuse to believe in the truth of this statement. They 
have themselves laid down, in the plainest words, that no tenant should be allowed to 
profit by his own wrong, and that if he had deteriorated his farm, the farm should be 
valued, not in its deteriorated condition, but in the condition in which it would have 
stood if properly treated. They never heard this principle contested, and they have no 
reason whatever to believe that any Sub-Commission has departed from it, or given 
any tenant the benefit of his own deterioration. 


XV. 

“ Vour Committee have bad laid before them a considerable amount of evidence. Report, 
from which they think there is much reason to conclude that in some of the Sub- ^* ar - 
Commissions where reductions have been largest, a simple arithmetical process has 
been adopted for reducing the rents by adding two, three, or four varying estimates 
of the value together, and dividing by the number of such estimates. Examples of 
this will be found in the Evidence and Appendices (Smith, 394-397, 415-421, 442-446, 
448-452, 1835-1842; Baldwin, 1189-1196, 1348-1351, and 1358; Gray, 1872-1878). 

This proceeding, if it has really been followed, involves a grave dereliction of duty on 
the part of the Sub-Commissioners, and is unjust both to landlord and tenant.” 

This imputation, directed in paragraph 17 against the Assistant Commissioners, is 
repeated in paragraph 28 against the Commissioners themselves. It involves a grave 
accusation of judicial misconduct. It is absolutely untrue as regards themselves, and 
they believe it to be equally untrue as regards the Sub-Commissioners. The} r have 
communicated with the several gentlemen who have been assailed, on this ground, by 
Mr. Smith and Mr. Baldwin, and they have received from the Assistant Commissioners 
in question, the strongest assurances that they have never acted in the manner asserted. 

Where a number of distinct valuations are made of the same subject-matter, it must 
happen in many cases that one of such valuations may form, at least approximately, a 
mean between the others. It seems absurd to say that the result must have, been 
arrived at by a simple process of computation. Upon this point the Commissioners 
desire to make the following observations : 

1. In the several cases given in the paper entered by Mr. Smith, Appendix pp. 190- 
192, the judicial rent is not the exact mean of the several valuations, but differs from 
it generally by some shillings and pence. The accusation, therefore, is not merely of 
having been guilty of the judicial misbehaviour of arriving at their decision in that way, 
but of the further offence of attempting to disguise and. conceal the mode by which 
their decisions were arrived at. This charge of misconduct and fraud has been brought 
by Mr. Smith against Messrs. Fitzgerald, Comyn, and Mahony ; against Messrs. Wylie, 
Cunningham, and Ellis ; against Messrs. Foley, Davidson, and Meek ; and against the 
Sub-Commission of which Mr. Baldwin was a member. With the exception of 
Mr. Baldwin and Mr. Foley, none of those gentlemen has been summoned before the 
Committee. 

2. Mr. Baldwin was examined a week after Mr. Smith. He was questioned on this 
subject of deciding by means of a formula or average (1189). He answered first by 
referring to a County Court Judge, who it appeared to him adopted that method, 
and then (1195) after saying that his Sub-Commission had not adopted it, and that 
he could say that no Sub-Commissioner with whom he had been associated had done 
so, he said he was bound to add, that he could see indications of its having been 
adopted, and of rents being fixed by some arithmetical process of the kind ; and he 
says (1213) that it was chiefly in the North that he perceived this process of pursuing a 
formula. 

Now, in justice both to Mr. Baldwin himself, and to the gentlemen whom Mr. Smith 
and Mr. Baldwin accused, it might have been expected that Mr. Baldwin, should have 
been informed that he himself was one of the persons accused by Mr. Smith of having 
come to his conclusions by formula, and should have been called upon for an explanation. 

Not one word was said to him upon the subject, 
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Again, Mr. Foley, Q.C., is the legal member of a Sub-Commission against which the 
same charge was made by Mr. Smith. He also was examined subsequently to Mr. 
Smith, and was not asked for any explanation on the subject of so grave a charge. 

3. With respect to the Commissioners themselves, Mr. Baldwin’s ground for charging 
them with proceeding upon a formula is this (1209) ; “ inasmuch as they do not visit 
the land, I take it they must have a formula of some kind.” Upon such reasoning the 
Commissioners make no comment. 


XVI. 

“ The judicial settlement of rents under the Land Act was recommended to Parliament 
mainly to meet the cases said to be comparatively rare and exceptional in which land 
was over-rented or rack-rented in Ireland ; but it would seem that in the arbitrary 
process of reduction which has been adopted, a landlord who has unduly raised the 
rent of his land fares the best, for the reductions do not as a rule appear to be sensibly 
greater on estates high-rented, than on estates iow-rented (Atkinson, 4613; Bird, 4694; 
Belmore, 4913; Thompson, 5233-5235; Johnston, 6473-6474). Reductions varying 
from 22 per cent, to 33 per cent, and upwards, have been made on several of the oldest 
and best managed family estates in Ireland (Hayes, 5388 ; Dunwoody, 5966; O’Callaghan, 
6867 ; King-Harman, 7361 ; Foley, 823-829 ; Baldwin, 1260-1270.” 

It is exceedingly difficult to decal with general statements of this kind. They 
amount to an accusation of having made reductions of rent as great where the previous 
rent was moderate as where it was excessive. That is to say, it is an accusation of 
having discharged the duty cast upon them unfairly and unjustly. How is a charge 
of this kind to be refuted except by re-trying each particular case ? The Commissioners 
conceived it to be a settled principle that the justice or propriety of judicial decisions 
should not be made the subject of Parliamentary inquiry. This has been laid down 
in both Houses of Parliament on several occasions since the passing ot the Land Act 
of 18S1 ; and the Commissioners will never be parties to a departure from it. If the 
statement had been merely made by the witnesses, the Commissioners would have 
passed it over in silence. But they must express their surprise that such a body as 
the Select Committee should have so entirely departed from it, as not only to accept, 
but to repeat, aspersions upon the action of a judicial body — aspersions, the untruth 
of which, those who are so calumniated are debarred by constitutional principle from 
showing. 

XVII. 

« The dangers incident to the appointment of a number of Sub-Commissioners, with 
jurisdiction practically amounting to a power of transferring property from one person 
to another, were supposed to be counterbalanced by the circumstance that each Sub- 
Commission would have as its President a skilled and experienced lawyer, whose 
training and professional reputation and standing would be a guarantee that the vast 
powers of a Sub-Commission in settling rents would be exercised in an impartial and 
judicial spirit. Few or no questions of law are now, owing to the mode of procedure 
of the Sub-Commissioners, raised before them, and their great and continuous work is 
that of settling judicial rents. In this work the legal Sub-Commissioner appears to 
take no part. °The legal Sub-Commissioner is, in the language of Professor Baldwin, 
reduced, so far, to the position of a cipher. He takes no part himself in the valuation 
of the land, he is ignorant of the principles upon which it is valued by his colleagues, 
and he has no means of knowing in what way they apply the law to the facts of the 
case, or whether they apply it correctly. (Baldwin 1143, 1325, 6 ; see also Atkinson, 
4525 ; Reeves, 144-151, 236, 237, 240, 241 ; Smith, 464.) It would appear 
doubtful whether the Commissioners are aware that this is the position of the legal 
Sub-Commissioners, for Mr. Justice O’Hagan states that ‘all the Sub-Commissioners 
are judges, and all of them must hear the evidence and decide upon it’ (3777); 
whereas° Mr. Litton, in answer .to the question (3400), ‘ Then I suppose the legal Sub- 
Commissioper does not attempt to form an. opinion upon the farm,’ replies, ‘ Not upon 
the question of the value of the land; and in answer to the question (3401), ‘ So that 
it is entirely handed over to the two lay Commissioners,’ replies, ‘ It is; upon that 
technical point;’ but inasmuch as Mr. Foley, one of the legal Sub-Commissioners, 
states (375-377, 995-998) that he was told by Mr. Forster (when Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant), on his appointment as legal Sub-Commissioner, that he would 
not be expected to value the land, it must be taken that the latter is the correct view 
of the legal Sub-Commissioners’ duty.” 

Throughout this paragraph there runs an ambiguity calculated to be extremely 
misleading. The state of the case is simply this : The Sub-Commission consists of a 
legal President, with colleagues appointed for their practical acquaintance with the 
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value of land in Ireland. The legal Commissioner sits in Court with two of his 
colleagues, hears the evidence, and is a party to the decision. All the Assistant- 
Commissioners by whom a particular case is tried, are Judges ; .all of them hear the 
evidence and decide upon it. But the 'rules very properly require that the holding 
should be visited by one or more of the members of a Sub-Commission, in every case, in 
which they think that such inspection will conduce to the interests of justice. This 
duty of visiting the farm is, as a rule, performed by two of the lay Assistant-Commis- 
sioners, who are by experience and training suited to it. If by the statement that the 
legal Assistant-Commissioner “ takes no part in valuing,” is meant merely that he does 
not as a rule go out upon the land to judge of it from his own experience, it is true. 

If it be meant that “ in the work of settling judicial rents he takes no part,” the 
Commissioners absolutely deny that it is so, and they say that any legal Assistant- 
Commissioner would seriously mistake his duty who took this view of it. It is sought 
to contrast the evidence of Mr. Justice O’Hagan with that of Mr. Litton, as regards 
this question. Mr. Litton never stated or meant to convey that the legal Assistant- 
Commissioner was not to form an opinion upon the whole of the case, and be a party 
to the decision. He spoke merely of the technical point of forming an opinion of the 
value of the land by personal inspection, and does not in the least differ from the 
statement made by Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

As a matter of course the legal Commissioner must, as regards the value of the land, 
be largely dependent upon his colleagues who are acquainted with the value of land, and 
who have inspected the farm. But to say he therefore takes no part in the settlement 
of judicial rents is an unwarranted inference. 

Turning from this question of ambiguous language to the substance of the matter, 
the Commissioners would ask by what better method than the present could the 
function of settling fair rents by a tribunal be carried out? If there be a better way it 
has not been suggested by the Committee, nor, so far as they are acquainted with the 
evidence, by any of the witnesses. 

XVIII. 

“ Much dissatisfaction appears to be felt as to the manner in which these valuations iteuort 
take place. The rapidity with which the valuation is made is stated to be incompatible p a £ 20 
with any adequate examination of the land. (Gray, 1959-1963 ; Smith, 5988.) The 
lands have frequently been visited at a time when, by reason of weather or floods, 
no proper inspection could be made. (Bird, 4681, 2 ; Sankey, 6339-6347.) ” 

As to the alleged rapidity of the valuation, or the visiting of the lands in weather 
when no proper inspection could be made, the Commissioners can only say, that in any 
case in which definite causes of complaint as to the practice or procedure of the Assistant- 
Commissioners were brought under their notice, they would not fail to inquire into the 
matter, and if necessary make rules for amending the procedure. 

XIX. 

“ Formal evidence is given in Court, but much is or may be afterwards said upon the Report, 
ground in the way of statement and assertion unaccompanied by any of the checks Par. 19. 
under which evidence is given. (Bird, 4788-4796.)” 

The Assistant Commissioners ought not to hear any statements in the way of 
evidence on the lands, and in fact do not. They are accompanied by the tenant and by 
the agent, or some other person representing the landlord, and this is quite right, with 
a view to the proper inspection of the locality. As to what “ is, or may be,” said in 
the way of statement or assertion, the Assistant Commissioners are bound to pay no 
regard to any statement not verified on oath in Court. The very language of the 
Committee shows how conjectural and indeterminate is this accusation. 


XX. 

“ This is the more open to objection, because no map or plan is produced giving a Report, 
proper delineation and measurement of the farm to serve as a guide for the Valuers Par. 20. 
or Sub-Commissioners when they go upon the land, and without which map or plan 
no valuation can be safely or effectively made. (Baldwin, 1096-1124; Gray, 1967, 

1968, 2040, 1.)” 

If by Valuers are meant the gentlemen who value for the Land Commission on appeal, 
the statement is incorrect ; they are always in fact furnished with a map of the holding. 

F 2 
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To have required as a matter of necessity a map to be supplied in the first instance 
with each originating notice to fix a fair rent, would have had the practical effect of 
excluding a large proportion of the poorer class of tenants from the benefit of the Act. 
But by a rule of the Commissioners, published so far back as May, 1882, it was provided 
that either landlord or tenant might produce before the Sub-Commission, and have filed 
with the other documents, a map or plan of the holding. In the printed notices of 
hearing before the Sub- Commission, there is contained the following paragraph : 
“ Parties are requested to produce, on the hearing of their cases, a copy of the Ordnance 
sheet, showing the holding and this is in fact done in a great number of cases, though 
the parties have not required the map to be filed with the other documents. A party 
cannot reasonably complain of his case being tried without a map when the omission to 
produce one has been through his own default. 

XXI. 

Report, “ Complaint is also made that there is no sufficient record showing what improve- 

Par. 21. ments have been proved to have been made by the tenant, and have been allowed for 

as affecting the rent. The Committee in their first report expressed an opinion that 
some record should be made of such tenant’s improvements as were proved in 
evidence; and they stated that they had heard with satisfaction that the Com- 
missioners had, since the commencement of the inquiry, adopted a rule for the purpose 
of meeting this complaint, and that the Sub-Commissioners would henceforward be 
required to specify the improvements made by the tenant. The Committee regret to 
find from the evidence of Mr. Baldwin (1084-1090), that the form adopted by the 
Commissioners in order to meet this complaint has proved useless, and they must 
express again their strong opinion that the respective interests of landlord and tenant 
cannot btf properly dealt with, and the settlement of judicial rents cannot be placed 
upon a satisfactory basis, unless there is made and preserved a distinct specification of 
the improvements established by the evidence, and of the value assigned to them 
in the settlement of rent.” 

It is quite true that the Commissioners have adopted a rule requiring the Sub- 
Commissioners to specify the improvements proved before them, both by the tenant 
and the landlord. It is not the case that the form adopted by the Commissioners 
for this purpose has proved useless ; but it is the fact that in many instances the 
improvements have been imperfectly specified. The Commissioners have deemed it 
their duty in some instances to call the attention of the members of the Sub-Commission 
to the inadequate filling up of the schedules in this respect, in order that this duty 
may in all cases be properly discharged. On the subject of inserting, in addition to 
the specification of the improvements, the value assigned to them in the settlement 
of rent, the Commissioners have already stated their opinion, in their observations on 
paragraph 11 of the Report, and they must act on that opinion so long -as the decision 
on the subject rests with them. 


XXII. 

“ The Committee must also repeat what was in substance stated by them in their 
first Report, that, next to the publicity of the proceedings in Courts of J ustice, they 
consider the greatest security for justice being done lies in the rule being adhered to 
that the Judge should state the reasons for his decision. They concur in the statement 
of one of the witnesses before them (Bird, 4697) — ‘I see no reason why a Court of this 
sort should not follow the example of every other Court. There seems to be no reason 
why it should not state the gross yearly value of the land ; whether the land has been 
deteriorated, and whether they have allowed for that ; or whether it has been improved, 
and how -much they have allowed for that. Then the landlord can say either that he 
is discontented with the gross amount of rent, or that he is satisfied with it, but that 
he thinks the reduction for improvements too great, or the allowance for .deterioration 
too small.’ ” 

The point dealt with here, is one which affects the Commissioners equally with the 
AssistantCommissioners — the practice of both in this respect being substantially the same. 

When any question of principle is involved, it is the practice of both tribunals that a 
judgment should be delivered, stating the reasons for the decision.^ . But upon the mere 
question of determining, in ordinary cases, the amount of the judicial rent, it is not, in 
the opinion of the Commissioners, required either by the reason of the thing, or by 
judicial precedent, that the reasons for the decisions should be set forth. The Commis- 
sioners would not assert that the inconvenience arising from the loss of time occupied 
in giving a formal judgment in each particular case, and the very great delay which 
would inevitably ensue in getting through so large a number of cases, should form an 
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answer to the requirements of justice. But the fixing of a fair rent is, in the opinion of the 
Commissioners, what is commonly termed a jury question. The interests of the landlord 
and of the tenant, the circumstances of the case, holding, and district, must be all taken 
into consideration. The fair rent fixed expresses the conclusion of the Court, from the 
evidence upon all these elements, combined with the perspnal inspection of the holding 
in the case of a Sub-Commission, and the report of the official valuer, in the case of the 
Commissioners on a re-hearing. The Commissioners do not conceive that it was the 
intention of the Legislature, in enacting the 8th section, to require as a rule (and apart 
they repeat from cases where matters of principle are involved) that the Court should, 
in each individual case, give reasons for the result arrived at. This they would observe 
is a quite different question from that of preserving a record of the improvements taken 
into consideration, with which they have already dealt. 

XXIII. 

“ There is little doubt that the strong impression prevails in the country that 
where Sub-Commissioners have not reduced rents to the point to which they have 
been reduced by other Sub-Commissioners, and have thereby become unpopular in 
a particular district, they have been removed to other districts, and that those 
changes have led to greater reductions (Johnston, 6479; Smith, 422, 3; Holmes, 
29-32; Chambre, 1787, 8, 9; Gray, 1885-1887, 1992-8). The mere existence, of 
such a feeling is, in the highest degree, unfortunate, and it is much to be regretted 
that anything should have been done to give rise to it.” 

The imputation insinuated, if not asserted in this paragraph, is, that where Sub- 
Commissioners have not reduced rents to the point to which they have been reduced 
by other Sub-Commissioners, they have been removed to other districts. I he Report 
expresses the regret of the Committee that anything should have been done to give 
rise to what they are pleased to call, the existence of a strong impression on this subject. 
Their Lordships regard the expression of opinion of the witnesses referred to as sufficient 
to justify a conclusion which has no foundation in fact, and which the Commissioners 
take this opportunity of denying in the most emphatic terms. 

XXIV. 

“ The Land Act gave to any person aggrieved by any order of a Sub-Commission a 
right to have his case reheard by the Head Commissioners. This right of appeal 
would be naturally expected to afford to all parties the opportunity of securing from 
a superior court a fresh and unprejudiced hearing of any case in which the inferior 
court was supposed to have miscarried. The Committee will proceed to consider 
whether in the working of the Act with regard to appeals this expectation has been 
answered.” 

This paragraph does not call for any remark. 

XXV. 

“ The Commissioners do not themselves visit or value any farm. They are provided 
with official valuers, one of whom inspects the farm which is the subject of appeal, 
and makes a report upon its value to the Commissioner’s. The Commissioners have 
this report before them, and where the re-hearing is conducted in regular course, they 
proceed with this report before them to receive the evidence in Court tendered on 
either side, and after the evidence is closed the report is communicated to the parties, 
but the parties are not allowed to cross-examine the valuer upon it, or to re-open the 
evidence. The procedure of the Commissioners may, therefore, be described as exactly 
the converse of that of the Sub-Commissioners. The Sub-Commissioners, in the first 
instance, profess to hear in Court all the evidence which is adduced, and then the two 
non-legal Sub-Commissioners, having heard the evidence, go upon the land, and apply 
to that which they see upon the land the evidence which they have already taken and 
sifted, and thus form their opinion as to the value. The Commissioners, on the other 
hand, send in the first instance a valuer on to the holding, who, without hearing 
any legal evidence, places a value upon it, and reports it to the Commissioners, and 
any evidence which the Commissioners may hear is heard after, and not before, 
the valuation thus arrived at.” 

The Commissioners desire to state simply the facts with respect to the official valuers 
here referred to. The statute gives to any party aggrieved by the decision of one Com- 
missioner, or of a Sub-Commission, the right to have his case re-heard by three Com- 
missioners sitting together. Upon such re-hearing the Commissioners are bound to 
hear the evidence, as to facts and as to value, adduced by both tenant and landlord, 
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and they do so. But as it would be physically impossible, having regard to the very 
great number of the cases, for the Commissioners to visit in person the holdings which 
are the subject of the re-hearings, the result would be that one of the most important 
elements in the decision of the Court below, namely, the personal inspection of the farm 
by persons having a practical acquaintance with the value of land in Ireland, would be 
wanting on the re-hearing, if it were not that the statute itself points out the means of 
supplying this deficiency. By the 37th Section of the Act the Court is empowered to 
direct an independent valuer to report his opinion upon any matter the Court may desire 
to refer to him, with the proviso that the Court may or may not adopt the report of 
such valuer. The Commissioners conceived, that instead of relying on the chance of 
finding upon each re-hearing some local valuer to make a report for them, it would be 
better to have valuers of undisputed character and position attached permanently to 
the Court. As the chief of these valuers, they selected Mr. Charles Grey Grey, of 
Dilstcn, in Northumberland, who had been for thirty years the agent on Lord Derby’s 
estate in Ireland, who from that position, as well as from having largely farmed land in 
Ireland, had acquired a great experience of the letting value of land in this country, 
and whose ability and integrity are acknowledged by everyone. With him there were 
from time to time associated other gentlemen, selected by the Commissioners after 
careful inquiry.. They are at present as follows : — Mr. Kobert Bell, Mr. T. W. Bussell, 
Mr. Bobert Murray, Mr. John D. Bell, Mr. J. H. Swiney, Mr. George M'Elroy, Mr. 
Jonathan Haughton, Mr. Thomas Boberts, Mr. Bernard Plavden, and Mr. Beniamin 
Boberts. 

.Of these gentlemen, who are generally known as the Court Valuers, the Com- 
missioners only say, that they have never wavered in their belief in their capacity 
and fairness. So soon as a requisition for a re-hearing is lodged by either party, the 
rules of the Commissioners require that there should be lodged with it a map (being a 
sheet of the map of the Ordnance Survey), showing the holding with the boundaries ' 
clearly traced. This map is sent to the Court Valuers for their guidance. One of the 
Court Valuers proceeds to the lands, and, after a careful inspection, makes a report 
pursuant to a form framed by the Commissioners. This form of report has met 
with the approval of the Chairman of the Committee of the House of Lords. In 
many cases two of the valuers visit and report upon the holding. The report of the 
valuer is, as a rule, based on the fair letting value of the holding in its actual condition 
excluding buildings. 

They also report upon the visible improvements, and sometimes, but not always, state 
the amount to which, in their opinion, those improvements have added to the lettino- 
value of the lands. It is the duty of the Commissioners to decide upon all the evidence 
and with the assistance of the Beport, what is the fair rent of the holding, taking into 
account the improvements made by both landlord and tenant, and having regard to the 
terms of the statute, and the interpretation put upon it by the Court of Appeal in 
Ireland. 

_ When the first rehearings took place in Belfast, it was a question for serious con- 
sideration whether the “report of the independent valuer” was intended by the 
statute to be a confidential document for the use of the Court alone, or whether it was 
to be communicated to the parties and commented on by the advocates. After hearing 
argument on the subject the Commissioners decided that the document should be 
communicated. The question then arose at what period of the case the Beport should 
be given. It was resolved to do so at the end of the evidence. This is stated by 
Mr. Holmes, q.c. ; but Mr. Holmes has omitted to state that the period for communi- 
cating.the Beports was determined on with the acquiescence of the Counsel engaged, 
including Mr. Holmes himself. 


XXYI. 

“ It is n °t surprising that in this state of things one of the Sub-Commissioners should 
state it as his opinion, that, if the mode of procedure of the Commissioners be rio-ht, 
the proceedings of the Sub-Commissioners are wrong, while if the system of the Sub- 

Commissioners be right, the procedure of the Commissioners must be wrono- 

(Baldwin, 1228).” 

That is to say, that since it is absolutely impossible that the Commissioners them- 
selves should visit the lands in person, and since they have therefore, in compliance with 
the statute, adopted the best mode of forming an independent opinion which was open 
to them, it follows that one of the two systems must be wrong. The Commissioners 
profess their inability to accept this reasoning. 
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XXVII. 

“ The official valuer, 'when he goes upon the land, necessarily finds himself in want 
of information with regard to the boundaries, the circumstances of the farm, the 
’ improvements that have been made, and the time when and the persons by whom they 
have been made. The valuation at which he arrives must be more or less dependent 
on these and similar considerations, but upon all such matters his information must be 
derived from statements made to him on the land,, often upon hearsay, and always 
without the security or check of oath, or cross-examination.” 

The Commissioners regret th$t before adopting a paragraph condemnatory of the 
procedure of the Commissioners as regards the valuers, the Committee did. not think 
it right to summon one of those gentlemen who would have explained clearly the 
course they pursue. Having spoken so fully on this subject in paragraph 20, the 
Commissioners do not further dwell on it. 

XXVIII. 

“ And it must be often impossible for the Commissioners to discriminate between 
his conclusions, arrived at from ocular inspection, and those arrived at from statements 
made to him. (Smith, 576-585 ; Baldwin, 1222-1228).” 

The valuer does not arrive at conclusions from statements made to him on the land. 
He describes the improvements he sees, adding on some occasions the extent to which, 
in his opinion, those improvements have increased the letting value of the farm. But in 
the valuation which he gives to the Court, he makes no deduction whatever for. improve- 
ments, leaving such deduction, if any, to be made by the Court : so the assertion as to 
the impossibility of discriminating between his conclusions falls to the ground. The 
opinions on this head, both on the part of the witnesses relied on, and of the Committee, 
are mere inferences. But the fact is the other way. In order that no misconception 
may take place, the Commissioners point out that the valuers of whom they speak, and 
of whom the Report speaks, are Mr. Charles Grey Grey and the gentlemen above-named, 
in paragraph 20, who are associated with him, and who value for the Commissioners on 
re-hearings. There were, for a short time valuers attached to the Sub-Commissions, 
of whom Mr. William H. Gray, the witness, was one, each of whom, in visiting the land, 
was accompanied by one of the Assistant-Commissioners, and whose reports were framed 
in a different manner. 

XXIX. 

“Although the Commissioners withhold from the parties the report of the valuers 
until the close of the case, they have latterly furnished them at the commencement of 
the hearing with the figures showing the amount of the valuation put upon the farm 
by the valuers.” 

The Commissioners have for a long time past placed at the disposal of the parties 
prior to the hearing the amount of the valuation so soon as it is made. They have 
done so because it may aid, and has in many cases aided in bringing about settlements. 

XXX. 

“ It is stated and the result of a number of cases tend to confirm the statement, that 
where the official valuer’s report agrees with the judicial rent fixed by the Sub- 
Commissioners it is referred to as a ground for confirming the decision, but that where 
it fixes a valuation in excess of the Sub-Commissioners it is disregarded (Holmes 
79-80 ; Smith, 60-56).” 

This is a charge of the grossest character recklessly made against the honour and 
integrity of the Commissioners. They meet it with the most absolute denial. 

XXXI. 

“ It is further stated, that with comparatively rare exceptions, the decisions of the 
Sub-Commissioners are affirmed, and that any real hearing on appeal seldom takes 
place, inasmuch as the Commissioners put it to the counsel for the appellant 
whether they can hope to disturb a decision of the Sub-Commissioners where it 
tallies with the report of the valuer, and .the appellant, after such an expression of 
opinion, feels it useless to proceed. (Holmes, 38, 45, 115 — 118 ; Foley, 820, 821 ; 
Wright, 1559— 1563 ; Baldwin, 1230; Smith, 409— 411, 427—435, 568—570, 591 — 
597, 608—610 (619—623, 1854).” 
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The Commissioners are accused of relying so exclusively on the reports of their 
valuers as to have their minds made up on the case before the rehearing takes place. 
This is a complete misrepresentation. It is true that in some cases where the report of 
the Court Valuer coincided as to value, either entirely or very closely, with the decision 
of the Sub-Commission, the Commissioners have called the attention of the advocate of 
the appellant, whether landlord or tenant, to the fact ; and they never heard of any 
complaint of their doing so until the evidence before the Committee was published. 
The Commissioners deny that they have ever in the slightest degree discouraged the 
prosecution of an Appeal ; on the contrary, they have always proceeded with the Appeal 
unless the parties expressed their desire to withdraw. 


XXXII. 

“ The Commissioners have not, either in affirming or in the few cases in which they 
have varied the decisions below, laid down or given an explanation as to any prin- 
ciple on which judicial rents were to be ascertained. (Holmes, 47, 53 — 60.) If they 
had done so, they might have avoided the suggestion which has been made, that in 
some cases the arithmetical process of adding together different estimates of rental, 
and dividing them, has been adopted by the Court of Appeal. (Baldwin, 1352 — 1357, 
1359—1368 ; Wright, 1522, 1583, 1617, and 1018.)” 

As to tbis matter of principle, the Commissioners cannot add to what they have 
already stated. In every case in which principle was involved, they have heard it 
argued and given their judgment upon it. As to the value of the land, they have been 
guided by the evidence, aided by the reports of the valuers. As to the degrading charge 
which the Committee insinuate, without asserting, that they have come to their deci- 
sions by an “ arithmetical process,” the Commissioners can only repeat their statement 
of its untruth. 


XXXIII. 

“ The Committee cannot avoid arriving at the conclusion, from the statements of the 
witnesses already referred to, and from other evidence (Baldwin, 1316 — 1322), that 
the proceedings of the Commissioners have not tended to create confidence in them as 
an appellate tribunal. 

“ And the combined operation of the functions of the Sub- Commissioners and Com- 
missioners appears to be such that, whereas it was supposed that a tribunal was created 
for the purpose of dealing judicially with exceptional cases of excessive rent, there has 
been set in motion a process of valuation of rent for the whole of Ireland, and of com- 
pulsory letting at that valuation, in which the work of valuation is done by two Sub- 
Commissioners, without any professional or technical qualification; without any 
principle, standard, or rule for their guidance ; with no obligation to explain the 
grounds of their decisions, and with an appeal that is little better than illusory. 
(Smith, 621, 2 ; Baldwin, 1036, 7, 1161, 1163).” 

As to the first portion of the above extract, the Commissioners think it hardly 
becomes them to enter into a controversy whether confidence exists in them as an 
appellate tribunal. The number of requisitions for rehearing before them* has been 
•over 9,000 in all. 

The Commissioners deemed it their duty to car^ into effect the Act of Parliament 
according to its terms, and not according to “ what was supposed.” Nor do they think 
that when an application within the statute was brought into Court, they could have 
rejected it on the ground that the statute was “ supposed ” to deal only with exceptional 
cases. The latter part of the extract is a summary of the accusations brought throughout 
the Report against the Assistant-Commissioners and the Commissioners. It may be said, 
and possibly will be said, that if the Committee did not call before them the Assistant 
Commissioners who were arraigned by the witnesses, it is because the Commissioners 
themselves interposed, and requested that they should not be withdrawn from their 
employment. But any statement of this kind is capable of a very easy answer. The 
Commissioners were desirous, on the score of convenience, that the Assistant-Commis- 
sioners should not be withdrawn from their duties merely to give information which the 
Commissioners were willing to furnish. But the question assumed a new phase when 
•accusations such as those to which the Committee have given their sanction were made 
against them. 
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It appears to the Commissioners that the Committee have departed from the consti- 
tutional principle which protects the grounds of judicial decisions from being investi- 
gated by such a body as the Committee : and that, where the rule does not apply, they 
have lost sight of a principle quite as saci’ed by condemning absent men without calling 
on them for their defence. They therefore submit that the Report ought not to be 
regarded as an impartial verdict of a Parliamentary Tribunal. 

JOHN O’HAGAN. 

E. F. LITTON. 

JOHN E. VERNON. 

Merrion-street, MONCK. 

July I8i f ,h, 1883. 

P.S. — On this morning, for the first time, the Commissioners have had an opportunity 
of seeing the evidence of Mr. William H. Gray and the O’Conor Don, with the further 
evidence of Mr. George Hill Smith, it does not occur to them that there is any change 
to be made in the foregoing observations in consequence of this evidence. 0 

J. O’H. 

E. F. L. 

J. E. V. 

19 th July, 1883, M. 
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